SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
CIVIL DIVISION

Vs. C.A. No. 2012 CA 008263 B

NATIONAL REVIEW, INC.,
INITIAL ORDER AND ADDENDUM

Pursuant to D.C. Code § 11-906 and District of Columbia Superior Court Rule of Civil Procedure
(“SCR Civ”) 40-1, it is hereby ORDERED as follows:

(1) Effective this date, this case has assigned to the individual calendar designated below. All future filings
in this case shall bear the calendar number and the judge’s name beneath the case number in the caption. On
filing any motion or paper related thereto, one copy (for the judge) must be delivered to the Clerk along with the
original.

(2) Within 60 days of the filing of the complaint, plaintiff must file proof of serving on each defendant:
copies of the Summons, the Complaint, and this Initial Order. As to any defendant for whom such proof of
service has not been filed, the Complaint will be dismissed without prejudice for want of prosecution unless the
time for serving the defendant has been extended as provided in SCR Civ 4(m),

(3) Within 20 days of service as described above, except as otherwise noted in SCR Civ 12, each defendant
must respond to the Complaint by filing an Answer or other responsive pleading, As to the defendant who has
failed to respond, a default and judgment will be entered unless the time to respond has been extended as

provided in SCR Civ 55(a).

(4) At the time and place noted below, all counsel and unrepresented parties shall appear before the
assigned judge at an Initial Scheduling and Settlement Conference to discuss the possibilities of settlement and
to establish a schedule for the completion of all proceedings, including, normally, either mediation, case
evaluation, or arbitration. Counsel shall discuss with their clients prior to the conference whether the clients are
agreeable to binding or non-binding arbitration. This order is the only notice that parties and counsel will
receive concerning this Conference.

(5) Upon advice that the date noted below is inconvenient for any party or counsel, the Quality Review
Branch (202) 879-1750 may continue the Conference once, with the consent of all parties, to either of the two
succeeding Fridays. Request must be made not less than six business days before the scheduling conference date.
No other continuance of the conference will be granted except upon motion for good cause shown.

(6) Partics are responsible for obtaining and complying with all requirements of the General Order for Civil
cases, each Judge’s Supplement to the General Order and the General Mediation Order.  Copies of these orders
are available in the Courtroom and on the Court’s website hitp://www.dccourts.gov/.

Chief Judge Lee F. Satterfield

Case Assigned to: Judge NATALIA COMBS GREENE
Date:  October 22, 2012
Initial Conference: 9:00 am, Friday, January 25, 2013
Location: Courtroom 317
500 Indiana Avenue N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20001 Caio.doc




ADDENDUM TO INITIAL ORDER AFFECTING
ALL MEDICAL MALPRACTICE CASES

In accordance with the Medical Malpractice Proceedings Act of 2006, D.C. Code § 16-2801,
et seq. (2007 Winter Supp.), "[a]fter an action is filed in the court against a healthcare provider
alleging medical malpractice, the court shall require the parties to enter into mediation, without
discovery or, if all parties agree[,] with only limifed discovery that will not interfere with the
completion of mediation within 30 days of the Initial Scheduling and Settlement Conference
("ISSC"), prior to any further litigation in an effort to reach a settlement agreement. The early
mediation schedule shall be included in the Scheduling Order following the ISSC. Unless all
parties agree, the stay of discovery shall not be more than 30 days after the ISSC." D.C. Code § 16-
2821.

To ensure compliance with this Jegislation, on or before the date of the ISSC, the Court will
notify all attorneys and pro se parties of the date and time of the early mediation session and the
name of the assigned mediator. Information about the early mediation date also is available over
the internet at https://www:dccourts.gov/pa/. To facilitate this process, all counsel and pro se
parties in every medical malpractice case are required to confer, jointly complete and sign an
EARLY MEDIATION FORM, which must be filed no later than ten (10} calendar days prior to the
ISSC. Two separate Early Mediation Forms are available. Both forms may be obtained at
www.decourts.gov/medmalmediation. One form is to be used for early mediation with a mediator
from the multi-door medical malpractice mediator roster; the second form is to be used for carly
mediation with a private mediator. Both forms also are available in the Multi-Door Dispute
Resolution Office, Suite 105, 515 5th Street, N.W. (enter at Police Memorial Plaza entrance).
Plaintiff's counsel is responsible for eFiling the form and is required fo e-mail a courtesy copy to
carlymedmal@dcsc.gov. Pro se Plaintiffs who elect not to eFile may file by hand in the Multi-Door
Dispute Resolution Office.

A roster of medical malpractice mediators available through the Court's Mulii-Door Dispute
Resolution Division, with biographical information about each mediator, can be found at
www.dccourts.gov/medmalmediation/mediatorprofiles.  All individuals on the roster are judges or
lawyers with at least 10 years of significant experience in medical malpractice litigation. D.C. Code
§ 16-2823(a). If the parties cannot agree on a mediator, the Court will appoint one. D.C. Code §
16-2823(b).

The following persons are required by statute to attend personally the Early Mediation
Conference: (1) all parties; (2) for parties that are not individuals, a representative with settlement
authority; (3) in cases involving an insurance company, a representative of the company with
settlement authority; and (4) attorneys representing each party with primary responsibility for the
case. D.C. Code § 16-2824.

No later than ten (10) days after the early mediation session has terminated, Piaintiff must
eFile with the Court a report prepared by the mediator, including a private mediator, regarding: (1)
altendance; (2) whether a settlement was reached; or, (3) if a settlement was not reached, any
agreements to narrow the scope of the dispute, limit discovery, facilitate future settlement, hold
another mediation session, or otherwise reduce the cost and time of trial preparation. D.C, Code §
16-2826. Any Plaintiff who is pro se may elect to file the report by hand with the Civil Clerk's
Office. The forms to be wused for early mediation reports are available at
www.dccourts.gov/medmalmediation.

Chief Judge Lec F. Satterfield
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Telephene: (202) 8§79-1133

Michael E. Mann, Ph.D.

Plaintiff OGROAZLER-10
V&, .
Case Number
Mark Steyn
Defendant
SUMMONS

To the above named Defendant:

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an attorney, within twenty (20) days afier service of this summons upon you, exclusive
of the day of service. If you are being sued as an officer or agency of the United States Government or the
District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60) days after service of this summons to serve your
Answer. A copy of the Answer must be mailed to the attorney for the party plaintiff who is suing you. The
altorney’s name and address appear below. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of the Answer must be mailed
to the plaintiff at the address stated on this Summons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 500 Indiana Avenue,
N.W.,, between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You may file the original Answer with the Court either before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the plaintiff or within five (5) days after you have served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an Answer, judgment
by default may be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.

John B. Williams Clerk of the Court
Name of Plaiptiff’s Attorney
Cozen 0'Connor -
1627 I Street, NW, Ste., 1100 By LAY
Address Deputy Clerk
Washington, D.C. 20006
202-912-4800 Date | (‘\ D222
: 3

Telephone
R BRI IT BT (202) 879-4828 Veuillez appeler au (202) 879-4828 pour une traduction D c6 mdt bai dich, hay goi (202) 879-4828

HAE BatAIY, (202) 8704828 B MEFHAIR  eAmICE TP ATTTY (202) BT9-4828 pLard

IMPORTANT: IF YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APPEAR AT ANY FTIME THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO 50, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT. IF THIS OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPPOSE THIS
ACTION, RO NOT FAIL TQ ANSWER WITHIN THE REQUIRED TIME.

H you wish to talk 10 a lawyer and feel that you cannot afford to pay a fee Lo a lawyer, promptly contact one of the offices of the
Legal Aid Socicty (202-628-1161) or the Neighborhood Legal Services (202-279-5100) for help or come 1o Suite 5000 at 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W ., for more information concerning places where you may ask for such help.

See reverse side for Spanish translation
Vea al dorso la traduccian al espaiiol
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TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL DISTRITO DE COLUMBIA
DIVISION CIVIL
500 Indiana Avenoe, N.W., Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Teléfono: (202) 879-1133

Pemandante
contra
Numero de Caso;

Demandado

CITATORIO
Al susodicho Demandado;

Por la presente se le cita a comparecer y se le require entregar una Contestacién a la‘Demanda adjunta, sea en
persona o por medio de un abogado, en el plazo de veinte (20) dias contados después que usted-haya recibido este
citatorio, excluyendo el dia mismo de la entrega del citatorio. Si usted esta siendo demandado en calidad de oficial o
agente del Gobierno de los Estados Unidos de Norteamérica o del Gobiern "del Dlstrﬁo de Cclumbla tiene usted
sesenta (60) dias contados despuds que usted haya recibido este c1tator10'_:_‘para Tiene que

enviarle por CoIreo una LOpia de su (‘ontestdcion al abogado de la pane':. ndante. El nomble y d:reccron del

A uvsted también se le require presentar la Contestacién ori ribunal en la Oficina 5000, sito en 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W., entre las 8:30 a.m. y 5:00 p.m., de lune iernesio entre las 9:00 am. y las 12:00 del mediodia
los sdbados. Usted puede presentar la Contestauon orlg,mal el Juez ya sea antes que Usted le entregue al
demandante una copia de la Contestacidn o en el plazo de cinco (S) dias de haberle hecho la entr ega al demandante. Si
usted incumple con presentar una Contestacion, podria’ lictarse.un fallo en rebeldia contra usted para que se haga

efectivo el desagravio que se busca en Ja demanda.

SECRETARIO DEL TRIBUNAL

Nombre del abogado del Demandante

Peor:
Direccion Subsecretario
Fecha
Teléfono ety .
nE R W IT R (202) 879_4828 " Veuillez appeler au (202) 879-4828 pour une traduction D cé mit bii dich, hay poi (202) 879-4828
~(202) 879—4828§ MO [ HAR PREUCH BP9 ATITEYT (202) 879-4828 £.L0r A

: _STED INCUMPLE CON PRESENTAR UNA CONTESTACION EN EL PLAZO ANTES
MENCIONADO, 0;:81 LUEGO DE CONTESTAR, USTED NO COMPARECE CUANDO LE AVISE EL JUZGADO, PODRIA
DICTARSE UN FALLQ.EN REBELDIA CONTRA USTED PARA QUE SE LE COBRE LOS DANOS Y PERJUICIOS U OTRO
DESAGRAVIO QUE SE BUSQUE EN LA DEMANDA.  SI ESTO QCURRE, PODRIAN RETENERLE SUS INGRESOS, O
PODRIAN TOMAR SUS BIENES PERSONALES O RAICES Y VENDERLOS PARA PAGAR EL FALLO. SI USTED
PRETENDE OPONERSE A ESTA ACCION, NO DEJE DE CONTESTAR 1A DEMANDA DENTRO DEL PLAZO EXIGIDO.

Si desea converser con un abogado y le parece que no puede afrontar el costo de uno, llame pronto a una de nuestras oficinas del
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161) o el Neighborhood Legal Services (202-279-5100) para pedir avuda o venga a la Oficina 5000
del 500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., para informarse de otros fugares donde puede pedir ayuda al respecio.

Vea al dorso ef original en inglés
See reverse side for English original
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Telephone: (202) §79-1133

Michael E. Mamm, Ph.D.

Plaintiff i} g/; 1] ( ’

Vs, Case Number

P
oy
iy
i
&
LA

National Review, Inc.

Defendam

SUMMONS
To the above named Defendant:

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaing, either
personally or through an attorney, within twenty (20) days after service of this summons upon you, exclusive
of the day of service. If you are being sued as an officer or agency of the United States Government or the
District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60) days after service of this summons to serve your
Answer. A copy of the Answer must be mailed to the attorney for the party plaintiff who is suing you. The
attorney’s name and address appear below. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of the Answer must be mailed
to the plaintiff at the address stated on this Summons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 500 Indiana Avenue,
N.W., between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You may file the original Answer with the Court either before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the plaintiff or within five (5) days after you have served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an Answer, judgment
by default may be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.

John B. Williams

Name of Plaintiff’s Attormey
Cozen 0O'Connor

1627 I Street, NW, Ste., 100 By AR
Address Deputy Clerk
Washington, D.C. 20006
i
202-912-4800 Date \ L \ ..;.2_,:;2\ T el e
Teiephone : \ H
IR AR, T 815 (202) 879-4828 Veuillez appeler au (202} 879-4828 pour une traduction Bé o6 mét bai dich, hiy gei (202) 879-4828

FlojE stAIR, (202) 8794828 2 FBIFAAL  PATICE TCT ATTTTE (202) 879-4828. BAA-G-

IMPORTANT: IF YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APPEAR AT ANY TIME THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT. IF THIS OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPPOSE THIS
ACTION, DO NOT FAIL TO ANSWER WITHIN THE REQUIRED TIME,

I you wish 1o talk 1o a lawyer and feel that you cannot afford to pay a fee to a lawyer, promptly contact one of the offices of the
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161} or the Neighborhood Lepal Services (202-279-5100) for help or come o Suite 5000 at 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W., for more information concerning places where you may ask for such help,

See reverse side for Spanish transiation
Vea al dorso la traduccion al cspanal
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TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL DISTRITO DE COLUMBIA

DIVISION CIVIL
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W._, Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Teléfono: (202) 879-1133

Demandante

contra
Namero de Caso:

Demandado

CITATORIO
Al susodicho Demandado:

Por la presente se le cita a comparecer y se le require entregar una Contestacion a la Demanda adjunta, sea en
persona o por medio de un abogado, en el plaze de veinte (20) dias contados después que usted haya recibido este
citatorio, excluyendo el dia mismao de Ia entrega del citatorio. Si usted estd s:end _demandado en calidad de oficial o
agente del Gobjerno de los Estados Unidos de Norteamérica o del Goblen e’l"__ istrito de Columbia, tiene usted
sesenta (60) dias contados después que usted haya recibido este citatorio ‘entregar su Contestacién. Tiene que
enviarle por correo una copia de su Contestacién al abogado de la parte:demandante. El nombre y direccion del
abogado aparecen al final de este documento. Si el demandado no uenc aboga o, tiené que enviarle al demandante una
copia de la Contestacién por correo a la direccion que aparece en esté Citatorio.

A usted también se le require presentar la Comcstacién orig al al, Tribunal en la Oficina 5000, sito en 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W., entre las 8:30 a.m. y 5:00 p.m., de lunes: a vier nes.o entre Tas 9:00 a.m. y las 12:00 del mediodia
los s&bados. Usted puede presentar fa Lontestacxon or 1gma] ‘ante el Juez ya sea antes gue Usted le entregue al
demandante una copia de la Contestacion o en el plazo de cinco (5) dias de haberle hechio la entrega al demandante, Si
usted incumple con presentar una Contestacidn, podria dlctarse ‘un fallo en rebeldia contra usted para que se haga

efectivo el desagravio que se buscaen la demanda

SECRETARIO DEL TRIBUNAL

Nombre del abogado del Demandante

Por;
Direccion Subsecretario
Fecha
Teléfono i
T EFE, W T HRE (202) 8?9-4828 ’ “h, Veuillez appeler au {202) 879-4828 pour unie traduction DE ¢ bl bai dich, hdy goi (202) 879-4828
HE fls AIE 202) 879~4828 B MR AAR CHOICHE TCrP ATITE (202) 879-4828 LL0rA
IMPORIANTE SI TFD INCUMPLE CON PRESENTAR UNA CONTESTACION EN EL PLAZO ANTES

SI LUEGO DE CONTESTAR, USTED NO COMPARECE CUANDO LE AVISE EL JUZGADO, PODRIA
DICTARSE UN FALEQ.EN REBELDIA CONTRA USTED PARA QUE SE LE COBRE LOS DARNOS Y PERIUICIOS U OTRO
DESAGRAVIO QUE SE BUSQUE EN LA DEMANDA. 81 ESTO QCURRE, PODRIAN RETENERLE SUS INGRESOS, O
PODRIAN TOMAR SUS BIENES PERSONALES O RAICES Y VENDERL OS PARA PAGAR Li. FALLO. SI USTED
PRETENDE OPONERSE A ESTA ACCION, NO DEJE DE CONTESTAR LA DEMANDA DENTRO DEL PLAZO EXIGIDO.

MENCIONADO, O,

Si desea converser con un abogado y le parece que no puede afrontar el costo de uno, lame pronto a una de nuestras oficinas del
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161) ¢ el Neighborhood 1.egal Services (202-279-5100) para pedir ayuda o venga a fa Oficina 5000
de} 500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., para informarse de otros lugares donde puede pedir ayuda al respecto.

Vea al dorso el original en inglés
See reverse side for English original
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Telephone: (202) 879-1133

Michael E. Manm, Ph.D.

Plaintitt
A 000826312
Vs Case Number
Rand Simberg
Defendant
SUMMONS

To the above named Defendant:

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an attorney, within twenty (20) days after service of this summons upon you, exclusive
of the day of service. If you are being sued as an officer or agency of the United States Government or the
District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60) days afier service of this summons (o serve your
Answer. A copy of the Answer must be mailed to the attorney for the party plaintiff who is suing you. The
attorney’s name and address appear below. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of the Answer must be mailed
to the plaintiff at the address stated on this Summons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 500 Indiana Avenue,
N.W., between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You may file the original Answer with the Court either before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the plaintiff or within five (5) days after you have served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an Answer, Judgment
by default may be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.

Jobn B, Williams Clerk of the Court

Name of Plaintiff’s Attorney

Cozen O'Connor . \\\C‘\ ¢ \,

1627 .1 Street, NW, Ste.,.1100 .. .. By PO e

Address Deputy Clerk

Washington, D.C. 20006

202-912-4800 Date \?‘\\ 2/1 202

Telephone [ :

O FEERE, W IT B4 (202) 879-4828 Veuillez appeler au {202) 879-4828 pour une traduction B¢ co mot bai dich, hay goi (202) 879-4828

I E BEAIY, (202) 879-4828 B FBFMAR  ¢h™ICH 1O AT (202) 879-4828 £.LaA-

IMPORTANT: 1IIF YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR 1F, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APPEAR AT ANY TIME THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT. 1F THIS OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPPOSE THIS
ACTION, DO NOT FAIL TO ANSWER WITHIN THE REQUIRED TIME

I you wish to talk to a lawyer and feel that you cannot afford to pay a fee to a lawyer, promptly contact one of the offices of the
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161) or the Neighborhood Legal Services (202-279-5100) for help or come to Suite 5000 at 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W., for more information concerning places where you may ask for such help.

See reverse side for Spanish translation
Vea al dorso Ja traduccion al espaiiol
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TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL DISTRITO DE COLUMBIA
DIVISION CIVIL
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Teléfono: (202) 879-1133

Pemandante
contra
Nuamero de Caso:

Demandado

CITATORIO
Al susodicho Demandado:

Por la presente se le cita a comparecer y se le require entregar una Contestacidn a la-lDemanda adjunta, sea en
persona o por medio de un abogado en el plazo de veinte (20) dias contados después que usted haya recibido este
citatorio, excluyendo el dia mismo de la entrega del citatorio. Si usted estd siendo démandado en catidad de oficial o
agente del Gobierno de los Estados Unidos de Norteamérica o del Gobierng de :Distrito de ‘Columbia, tiene usted
sesenta (60) dias contados después que usted haya recibido este citatorio, pala ‘entregar st Contestacién. Tiene que
enviarle por correo una copia de su Contestacién al abogado de la parte: demandante E]l nombre y direccién del
abogado aparecen al final de este documento. Si el demandado no tiene abogc_ido, tlcm que enviarle al demandante una

copia de la Contestacién por correo a la direccion que aparece en este Citatorio

A usted también se le require presentar la Contestacion ongiﬁal al. Tribunal en la Oficina 5000, sito en 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W., entre las 8:30 a.m. y 5:00 p.m., de lupes’ a vierneso entre las 9:00 am. y las 12:00 det mediodia
los sabados. Usted puede presentar la COIItESt‘lC]OU orlgma! ‘aite_el Juez ya sea antes que Usted le entregue al
demandante una copia de Ia Contestacidn o en el plazo de cinco (5) dfas de haberle hecho la entr ega al demandante. Si
usted incumple con presentar una Contestacion, podria® d;ctatsc un fallo en rebeldia confra usted para que se haga

efectivo el desagravio que se busca en la dcmanda
' SECRETARIO DEL TRIBUNAL

Nombure del abogado det Demandante

- Por:
Direccién Subsecretario
Fecha
Teléfono
A, W IT R E (202) 879; 4828 Veuillez appeler au {202) 879-4828 pour une traduction ¢ oo mat bai dich, hay goi (202) 879-4828
Hog ﬂ' NE' )879' 4928 B FEFE LAl HTTCE LT ATTTIT (202) 8794828 £LmAr

!MPORIANTL ST s .) INCUMPLE CON PRESENTAR UNA CONTESTACION EN EL PLAZO ANTES
MENCIONADO, O; Sl LUEGO DE CONTESTAR, USTED NO COMPARECE CUANDO LE AVISE EL JUZGADO, PODRIA
DICTARSE UN FALEQ.EN REBELDIA CONTRA USTED PARA QUE SE LE COBRE LOS DANOS Y PERJUICIOS U QTRO
DESAGRAVIO QUE SE BUSQUE EN LA DEMANDA,  SI ESTO OCURRE, PODRIAN RETENERLE SUS INGRESOS, O
PODRIAN TOMAR SUS BIENES PERSONALES O RAICES Y VENDERL()S PARA PAGAR EL FALLO. S1 USTED

PRETENDE OPONERSE A ESTA ACCION, NO DEJE DI CONTESTAR LA DEMANDA DENTRQ DEL PLAZO EXIGIDO.

Si desea converser con un abogado y le parece que no puede afrontar el costo de uno, lfame pronto a una de nuestras oficinas del
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161) o el Neighborhood Legal Services (202-279-5100) para pedir ayuda o venga a Ja Oficina 5000
del 500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., para informarse de otros lugares donde puede pedir ayuda al respecto.

Vea al dorso el original en inglés
See reverse side for English original
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 3000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Telephone: (202) 879-1133

Michael E. Mann, :Ph.D.

PraintifT
e R LR
ARTRIR DRI Rl I
VS, Case Number

Competitive Enterprise Institute

Defendant

SUMMONS
To the above named Defendant:

You arc hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an attorney, within twenty (20) days after service of this summons upon you, exclusive
of the day of service. If you are being sued as an officer or agency of the United States Government or the
District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60) days after service of this summons to serve your
Answer. A copy of the Answer must be mailed to the attorney for the party plaintiff who is suing you. The
attorney’s name and address appear below. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of the Answer must be mailed

to the plaintiff at the address stated on this Summons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 500 Indiana Avenue,
N.W., between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You may file the original Answer with the Court either before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the plaintiff or within five (5) days afier you have served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an Answer, judgment
by default may be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.

John B. Williams Clerk of the Court

Name of Plaintiff’s Attorney

Cozen O'Connor e

1627 I Street, NW, Ste., 1100 By CANBAR T

Address ' Deputy Clerk

Washington, D.C. 20006

202-912~-4800 Date 1(3} fi;aiﬁf\(;?

Tetephone

MR ERF, T HRIE (202) 879-4828 Veuillez appeler au (202) 879-4828 pour une traduction Dé co mot bai dich, hay goi (202) 879-4828

HAg Wt AW, (202) 8794828 2 THFEAAMR  PATICK 01 ATITIE (202) 870-4828 L.Lm-A-

IMPORTANT: iFF YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR I, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APPEAR AT ANY TIME THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT. IF THIS OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPPOSE THIS
ACTION, O NOT FAIL YO ANSWER WITHIN THE REQUIRED TIME,

If you wish to talk to a lawyer and feel that you cannot afford to pay a fee to a lawyer, promptly contact one of the offices of the
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161) or the Neighborhood Legal Services (202-279-5100) for help or come to Suite 5000 at 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W., for more information concerning places where you may ask for such help.

See reverse side for Spanish translation
Vea al dorso la traduceion al espafiol
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TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL DISTRITO DE COLUMBIA

DIVISION CIVIL
500 Indiana Avenue, NNW., Suite 5000
Washington, D.C. 20001 Teléfono: (202) $79-1133

Demandante
contra
Nimero de Caso:

Premandado

CITATORIO
Al susodicho Demandado: _
Por Ja presente se le cita a comparecer y se le require entregar una Contestacién a la'Demanda adjunta, sea en
persona o por medio de un abogado, en el plazo de veinte (20) dias contados después que usf,ed :haya recibido este
citatorio, excluyendo el dia mismo de la entrega del citatorio. Si usted estd siendo demandado en calidad de oficial o
agente del Gobierno de los Estados Unidos de Norteamérica o del Gobiern istr 10 de ‘Columbia, tiene usted
sesenta (60) dias contados después que usted haya recibido este citatorio, pa & ntregar su Contestacién. Tiene que
enviarle por correo una copia de su Comtestacion al abogado de la parte. demandanlc El nombre y direccion del
abogado aparccen al {inal de este documento. Si el demandado no tiene aboga‘ i die ,e' que enviarle al demandante una
copia de la Coniestacién por correo a la direccion que aparece en este C_ltat '

A usted también se le require presentar la Contestacion original al.Tribunal en la Oficina 5000, sito en 500
Indiana Avenue, N.W,, entre las 8:30 am. y 5:00 p.m., de lunes a viernes.o entre las 9:00 a.m. y las 12:00 del mediodia
los sabados. Usted puedc presentar la Contestacxon ongma[ ante el’Juez ya sea antes que Usled le entregue al
demandante una copia de la Conlestacion o en ¢l plazo de cinco (5) dias de haberle hecho la entrega al demandanie. Si
usted incumple con presentar una Contestacion, podria’ dlcialse un fallo en rebeldia contra usted para que se haga

efectivo el desagravio que se busca en la demanda
S SECRETARIO DEL TRIBUNAL

Nombre del abogado del Demandante

Por:
Direccidn Subsecretario
Fecha
Teléfono
R R W IT R (202) 879: 4828 = Veuillez appeler au (202) 879-4828 pour une traduction Dé co mét bai dich, hay goi (202) 879-4828
202) a7§}4828 B M3EMAR CATICH TCHE ATTTIE {202) 8794828 RLarh

Bt BB AR, (

IMPORTANTE:  SI INCUMPLE CON PRESENTAR UNA CONTESTACION EN EL PLAZO ANTES
MENCIONADO, 0;:S! LUEGO DE CONTESTAR, USTED NO COMPARECE CUANDO LE AVISE EL JUZGADO, PODRIA
DICTARSE UN FALLO EN REBELDIA CONTRA USTED PARA QUE SE LE COBRE LOS DARNOS Y PERIUICIOS U OTRO
DESAGRAVIO QUE 8E BUSQUE EN LA DEMANDA, 8! ESTO OCURRE, PODRIAN RETENERLE SUS INGRESOS, O
PODRIAN TOMAR SUS BIENES PERSONALES O RAICES Y VENDERLOS PARA PAGAR EL FALLO. SI USTED
PRETENDE OPONERSE A ESTA ACCION, NQ DEJE DE CONTESTAR LA DEMANDA DENTRO DEL PLAZO EXIGIDO.

Si desea converser con un abogado y le parece que no puede afrontar el costo de uno, llame pronto a una de nuestras oficinas del
Legal Aid Society (202-628-1161) o el Neighborhood Legal Services (202-279-5100) para pedir ayuda o venga a la Oficina 5000
det 500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., para informarse de otros lugares donde puede pedir ayuda ai respecto,

Vea al dorso el original en inglés
See reverse side for English original

CASUM doc



SUPERTOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.
CIVIL MIVISION RECEIVEL

MICHAEL L, MANN, PH.T2.,
Pemnsylvania State University
Department of Meteoralogy
University Park, PA 16802

Ty e ey g 4%
A % E;{:

Case N f; Kb ‘

Plaintiff,

¥,

NATIONAL REVIEW, INC,
215 Lexington Avenue
New Yorl, NY 100106,

w and -

}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
COMPETITIVE ENTERPRISE INSTITUTE }
1899 L Street, N.'W. )
Washington, D.C. 20036, )
)
~gnd- )
) JURY TRIAL DEMARNDIED
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
]
)
)
)
)
)
)

RAND SIMBERG.

c/o Competitive Fnterprise Tnstiute
1899 L Sireet, N.W.

Washington, 1.C. 200306,

-and -

MARK STEYN

c/o National Review, Ine.
2135 Lexinpton Avenue
New York, NY 10016,

Defendants,

COMPLAINT

Plaintiff, Michael 1. Mamn, Ph.D)., for his complaint against Defendants National Review

Inc., Competitive Enterprise Instituie, Rand Simberg, and Mark Steyn, alleges as follows:

[



INTRODUCTION

1. Fhis is a defamation action brought by Michael E. Mann, Ph.D, against two
publishers, the National Review Ine. and the Competitive Fnlerprise Institute, and two of their
journalists, Rand Simberg and Mark Steyn, for their utlerly false and defamalory statements
against Dr. Mann—accusing him of academic fraud and comparing him to a convicled child
molester, Terry Sandusky, the disgraced former football coach at Pennsylvania State University.

2, Dr. Mann is a climate scientist whose research has focused on gIﬁimI warming.
Along with other researchers, he was one of the first to document the steady rise in surface
temperatures during the 20™ Century and the steep increase in measured temperatures since the
19505, As a result of this research, Dr. Mann and his colleagues were awarded the Nobel Peace
Prize.

3. Nevertheless, the defendants, for business and other reasons, asscrt that global
warming is a “hoax” and have accused Dr. Mann of improperly manipulating the underlying data
to reach his conclusions. In response to these accusations, academic institutions and
govermmental entities alike, including the U.S. Invironmental Protection Agency and (he
National Science l'oundation, have conducted investigations into Dr. Mann’s work, and [ound
the allegations of academic fraud to be baseless. Lverv such investigation—and every
replication of Dr. Mann’s worle---has concluded that 1. Mann’s research and conclusions were
properly conducted and fairly presented.

4. Recognizing that they cannot contest the science behind v, Mann’s work, the
defendants, contrary 1o known and elear fact, and intending to impose vicious injury, have
nevertheless maliciously accused him of academic frand, the most fundamental defamation that

can be levied against a scientist and a professor, Unsanisfied with their lacerations of his



professional reputation, defendants have also maliciously atacked Dr. Mann’s personal
repulation with the knowingly false comparison to a child molester.

5. It is one thing to engage in discussion about debatable fopics. N is quite another
to attempt to discredit consistently validated scientific research through the professional and
personal defamation of a Nobel prize recipient. Responsible media reviews, including the
Columbia Journalism Review, have described the defendants’ attacks against Dr. Mann as
“deplorable, if not unlawful.” Responsible scientific publications, including Discover Magazine,
have described these attacks as “slimy,” “disgusting,” and “defamatory.” Fven one of the
defendants in this casc, the Competitive Interprise listitute, has conceded that at least a portion
ol H$ statements were “inappropriate,” bul continues to republish its allegations of academic
fraud.

b. The defendants’ statements against Dr. Mann are false, malicious, and defamatory
per se. They are so outrageous as (o amount (o-the intentional infliction of emotional distress,
Dr. Mann seeks judgment against each and all of the defendants as set forth in the claims below
and the award of compensatory and punilive damages against all defendants, jointly and
severally.

PARTIES

7. . Mann 18 a faculty member in the Departments of Meteorology and
Ciensciences within the College of Farth and Mineral Sciences at Permsylvania State University,
Dr. Mann is a resident of Peansvlvania.

8. Defendant National Review, Ine, (hereinafter “NRT7) is a covporation having s
principal place of business at 215 Lexington Avenue, New York, NY, 10016, NRT maintains an

office at 233 Pennsylvania Ave, S.kv., Washington D.C. 20003, NRY publishes Natienal Review,
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a bi-monthly print magazine, and Narional Review Online. Both publications tout themselves as
“America’s most widely read and influential magazine and website for Republican/conservative
news, commentary and opinion” National Review and National Review Onrline, are widely read
and circulated in the District of Columbia, Accordingly, NRI is transacting and doing business
within the District of Columbia and is subject to the jurisdiction of this Court pursuant to DC
Code §13-422.

9. Defendant Competitive Diterprise Institute (hereinafler “CEI) is a 50H{e)(3)
corporation having iis principal place of business at 1899 L, Street. N.W., Washinglon, DC
20036. C11 describes itself as a “non-profit public policy organization dedicated to advancing
the principles of Mmited government, free enterprise, and individual liberty.” CLT has been a
tireless opponent of the mainstream climate change community, CE publishes, among other
things, OpenMarkct.org, CEDs principal place of business is within the District of Cohimbia and
as such 1l 1s transacting ancd (Ioing business within the Distict of Columbia and subject to the
jurisdiction of thiy Courl pursuant 1o DC Code §13-422 and 13-423(a).

10, Detendant Rand Simberg, upon Information and belict, is an adjunct scholar at
CILEL, a contributing editor 1o OpenMarkelorg, and a vesident of Idaho. Mr, Simberg’s writings
are widely read and circulated in the District of Columbia, Accordingly, Mr. Simberg is
transacting and doing business within the District of Columbia and is subject 1o the jurisdiction
of this Court pursuant to DC Code §13-423(a).

11, Defendant Mark Steyn, upon information and beliel] is an author who among
other things serves as a reguiar contributor lo National Review. Mr. Steyn is a resident of

Canada. Mr. Steyn’s writings are widely read and circulated in the Disuict o Columbia,



Acecordingly, Mr, Steyn is transacting and doing business within the District of Columbia and is
subjeel to tha jurisdiction of this Court pursuant to DC Code §13-423(a).
Venue in this Court is proper as the District of Columbia has personal jurisdiction

12

over defendants.

STATEMINT OF FACTS

Dr. Mann and the “Hockey Stick” Graph

13, Dr. Mann received his undergraduate degrees in Physics and Applicd Math from
the University of California at Bevkeley, an M.S. degree in Physics from Yale Universily, and a
Ph.D. in Geology and (eophysics from Yale University, Dr. Mann’s research focuses on the use
of theoretical moedels and observational data ns better understand our Farth’s climate system.
Prior to Dr. Mann’s facully appointment at Poenn State, he was a faculty member within the
University of Virginia's Depariment of Environmental Sciences and a faculty member within the
Universily of Massachusetts’s Department of Geoseiences.

14, Dr. Mann was a lead author on the Observed Climate Variability and Change
chapter of the Intergovernmental Panet on Clirnate Change (IPCC) Third Scientific Assessment
Report in 2001 and was the organizing committee chair for the National Academy ol Sciences.
Frontiers of Science in 2003, Dr. Mann has received numerous honors and awards including, in
2002, the Wational Ogeanic and Atmospheric Administration’s cutstanding publication award
and selection by Scientific American as one of the fifly leading visionaries in science and
technology. In 2012, Dr. Mann was inducted as a Fellow of the American Geophysical Union
and awarded the Hans Oeschger Medal of the Buropean Geosciences Union,

i5. Dr, Mann s well known for his work regarding global warming and the so-called

“Hockey Stick Graph.,” Tn 1998 and 1999, topether with Raymond S, Bradley and Malcoln K.



Hughes, Dr. Mann published two research papers showing a steady rise in surface temperature
during the 20" Century and a steep increase in measured tenyperarures since the 1950s (the “1998
Paper” and the “1999 Paper). These papers concluded that the recent 20" century rise in global
temperature is likely unprecedented in at least the past millennium, and that the tomperature rise

correlates with a conconitant rise in atmospheric concentrations of COp—a gas whose heat-

trapping propertics have long been established-—primarily emitted by the combustion of fossil

fuels.

16.  The 1999 Paper included the following graph depicting the 20" century rise in

global temperature:
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The graph came to be known as the “Hockey Stick,” due to its iconic shape-—the “shaft”
reflecting a long-term conling trend from the so~called “Medieval Warm Period™ (from
approximately 1050 AI) to 1430 AD) through the “Little lee Age”™ (approximatcly 1350 AD (o
1900 AD), and the “blade” reflecting a dramatic upward lemperature swing during the 201
century that culminates in anomalous lale 20 cenlury warmlth.

17 The work of Dr. Mann and the HPCC has reeeived considerable accolades within
the scientific community, In 2007, Dr. Mann shared the Nobel Peace Prize with the other IPCC

authers for their work in climate change, including the development of the Hockey Stick Graph.
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18.  Tlowever, Dr. Mann’s research and conclusions have been and continue to be
attacked by certain individuals and organizations who do not accept the concept that the Earth is
hecoming warmer. This resistance has been characterized not by a serious challenge to the
actual science underlying Dr, Mann's conclusions, but rather by invective and personal attacks
against Dr. Mann and bis inteprity-—often by those with cconomic interests and political agendas

ticd to maintaining the statug guo and the current regulatory structure with respect 1o climate

policy.

The Theft of Emails from CRU

19, In November 2009, thousands of emails were slelen from a computer server af the

Climate Research Unit (*CRU™) at the University of Hast Anglia in the United Kingdom. The
CRU emails. some of which were exchanged between Dr. Mann and rescarchers al the CRU and
other climate change research institutions, were posted anonynously on the World Wide Web
shortly before the United Nation’s Global Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen, Denmark
in December 2009, A fow of those emails were then talken out of context, mischaracierized, and
misrepresented by climate change deniers to falsely imply impropriety on the part of the
scientists involved, including Dy, Mann.

20, The elimate change deniors went on to claim that the CRU emails proved that
global warning 1s a hoax perpetrated by scieniists from across the globe and thar these scientists
were colluding with government officials to gomchow reap financial benefits. In fact, and as

discussed below, these emails rellected only the commonplace and legitimate give and take of’

academic debate and inquiry.



The Exoneration of Dr, Mann

21, Following the publication of the CRU cmails, Penn State and the University of

East Anglia (in four separale instances) and {ive governmental ageneies (the UK. House of
Comnons Science and Technology Commmittee, the UK, Scerctary of State for Energy and
Climate Change, the Inspecter General of the U.S. Departiment of Commeree, the ULS,
Environmental Protection Agency, and the National Science [oundation) have conducted
separate and independent investigations into the allegations of scientific misconduct agabist Dr,
Mann and his éolleagues. Every one of thege investipations has reached the same concluston:
there is no basis to any of the allegations of scientific misconduct or manipulation of data,

22, Notably, in July 2010, CEl, a defendant in this case, and others, filed 2 request
erlitled Pesitiony (o Reconsider the Bndangerment and Cause or Contribmte Findings for
Greerhouse Gases wnder Section 202(a) of the Clean Air Act. 1n response,ihe Fovironmental
Protection Agency published 4 surmmary of s findings, entitled “Myths vs, Facts: Denial of
Pelittony for Reconsideration of the Endangerment and Causc or Contribute Findings for
Greenhouse Gases under Section 202(a) of the Clean Alr Act,” which stated:

Myth: The University of Fast Anglia’s Climatic Rescarch Unit (CRU) emails
prove that tamperature data and trends were manipulated.

Fac( Not fruc. Politioners say that emails disclosed from CRU provide evidence
of a conspiracy to manipuiate data, The media coverage alier the emails were
released was based on email statemoents quoted out of context and on
unsubstantiated theovies of conspiracy. The CRU emails do not show either Lhat
the science s Jawed or that the sclentilic process has been compramised. P4
carefully reviewved the CRU emails and found no mdication of improper data
manilaiion or misrepresentation of resulis.

Myth: The jury is stil! out on chimate change and CRU cmails endenmine the
credibility of climate change science overatl,

Fact: Climate change is real and it is happening now. The U5, Global Chunge
Rescarch Program, e National Academy ol Scicnces, and the Intergovernmental



Panel on Climate Change (1PCC) have cach independently concluded that
warming of the climate svstem in recent decades is "unequivocal.” This
canchasion is not drawn fromn any one source of data but iz based on meltiple lines
of evidence, including three woridwide temperature datasets showing nearly
identical warming trends as well as numerous other independent indicators of
global warming (e.g., rising sea levels, shrinking Arctic sea ice). Some people
have "cherry-picked” a limiied selection of CRU email stalements to draw broad,
unsubstantiated conciugions about the validity of all climate science.

(LS Environmemal Proteciion Agency, “Decision Document, Denial of Petitions for
Reconsideration of Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse
Gases under Section 202(a) of the Clean Air Act™ (July 29, 2010). Available at

http:/iepa.covichmatechange/endangerment/pelitions/decision hunl,

23, In August 2011, the Inspector General of the National Science Foundation

{“NSF™), an independent agency of the United States government tasked with promoting the

progress of science in this country, reported on the outcome of its independent review of charges

of misconduct against Dr. Mann. NSF concluded that:

Adthough [Dr, Mann's] data is still available and stll the focus of siggnificant
ecritical examination, no direct evidence has been presented that indicates [Dr.
Mann) fabricated the raw data he used for his rescarch or falsified his results,
Much of the current debate focuses on the viability of the statistical procedures he
employed, the statistics used 1o confirm the accuracy of the results, and the depree
{0 which one specific set of data impacts the statistical results. These concerns are
all appropriate for seicntific debale and fo assist the rescarch community in
directing futere research efforts to improve undersianding in this field of research.
Such selentific debate is ongoing but dees not, in itself, constitule evidenee of
research misconduct. Lacking any direct evidence of research misconduct, as
delined under the NSIT Research Misconduct Regulation, we are closing this
investigation with no further action.” .

Report avatlabie ai hiips/www nsloowoln/scarch/A091 20086, pdl.

24, All of the above investigations found that there was no evidence of any fraud,

data falsification, statistical manipulation, or misconduct of any kind by Dy, Mann. All of the

above reports and publications were widely available and commented upon in the national and

LG



international media, All were read by the Defendants. To the extent there was ever any quesiion
reparding the propricty of Dr. Mann’s rescarch, it was laid 1o rest as a result of these
investigations,

The Defamatory Statements

25, Nevertheless, despite the fact that CEDs elaims of data manipulation were labeled
a “myth” by the EPA in 2010, and despite the fact that NSF deemed the allegations of scientific
misconduct “closed” in 2011, the climate-change deniers saw an opportunity (o work themselves
up once again in the wake of the publication of the results of an investigation at Penn State
conducted by Louis Freeh (the former director of the Federal Bureaun of Investigation) regarding
the university’s handling of the Jorry Sandusky ¢hild abuse scandal. Mr. Sandusky had been
convicted of molesting ten young bovs. The Frech Report concluded that senior officials at Penn
State had shown “a (otal and consisten{ disregard” for the welfare of the children, had worked
together 1o conceal Mr, Sandusky’s assaulls, and had done so out of fear of bad publicity far the
university. [or the climate change skeptics, the Sandusky scandal presented & new avenue o
castigate Dy, Mann and impugn his reputation and infegrity, evidently on the theory that a
different investigative pancl of the university had ¢leared Dr. Munn of misconduet.

26. On July 13, 2012, an article guthored by Delendant Rand Simberg entitfed “The
Other Scandal In Unhappy Valley” appeared on OpenMarket.org, a publication of ClI:21.
Purporting to comment upon Penn State’s handling of the Sandusky scandal, Mr. Simberp
hearkened his readers back to “another cover up and whitewash” that occurred af the university,

Mr. Simberg and CFI stated as follows:

perhaps iCs time that we revisit the Michae!l Mann affair, particularly given how
much we've also learned about his and others” hockey-stick deceptions since.
Mann condd be swid 1o be the Jerry Sandusky of climaie science, except for
basiecd of molesting chiledren, he hus molested and toriured dour in the service of

<10 -



politicized science thal couki have dire eeonomic conseguences for the nation and
planet,

{Emphasis added). Mr. Simberg and CI3T went on to state that after the leaking of the CRU

entails,

many of the luminaries of the “climate science” community were shown to
have been behaving in a most unscientific manner. Among them were
Michael Mann, Professor of Meteorology at Penn State, whowm the emails
revealed hod beer engaging in data manipularion to keep the blade on his
tamous hockey-stick graph, which had become an icon for those
derermined to reduce human carbon emissions by any means necessary,

* # e &

Meon has become the posterboy of the corrupl and disgraced climate
science echo chamber. No unjversity whitewash tnvestigation will change

that simple reality.

We saw what the university administration was willing to do to caver up
heinous crimes, and even let them continue, rather than expose them.
Should we supposce, in light of what we now know, they would do any {css
to hide academic and seiemific misconduct, with so much at stake?

See Lxhibit A (emphasis added).

27, Afler this publication was released, the editors of Gpenmarket.org removed the
sentence stating that “Mann could be said to be the Jerry Sandusky of elimate science .. "
stating that the sentence was “inappropriate.”

28, Om Jolv 15, 2012, an article entitled “Football and Hockey™ appeared on Narional
Review Online. See Hxhibit 13, The article, authored by Defendant Mark Steyn, commented on
and extensively quoted from Mr. Simberg’s picce on Openmarket.org. Mr, Steyn and NR]

reproduced the following quote:

'y zeferring to another cover up and whitewash that occurred [at Pean

State] two years ago, before we [earned how rotten and corrupt the calture
at the university was. But now thal we know how bad it was, perhaps it's
time that we revisit the Michac! Mann atfair, particularly given bow much

IR



weve also learned about his ard othors’ hockev-stick deceptions since.
Mann could be said to be the Jerry Sandusky of climate science, except
that instead of molesting children, he has molcested and tortured data in the
service of politicized science that could have dire economic consequences
Tor the nation and planct. '

Perhaps realizing the outrageousness of Mr. Simberp’s comparison of Thr. Mann to a convicted
child molester, Mr, Steyn conceded: *Not sure £d have extended that meraphor all the way into
the locker-room showers with quite the zeal Mr, Simberg docs, but he has a point.” Mr, Steyn
and NRI went on Lo state that “Michae! Mani was the man behind the fravduient climaie-change
‘hockey-stick’ graph, the very ringmaster of the free-ring circus.”

29, Mr Steyn and NRI repraduced the defamatory statements of Mr. Simberg and
CIT verbatim, even after CEVs acknowledgment that at Teast some of those statements were
mappropriate. The full quote from Mr. Simberg and CET remaing visible on National Review
Online, in spite of the Tact that CEY had already removed the self-described “inappropriate”

statements from OpenMarket.org,

30. In the wake of these attacks on Dr. Mann, a number of respectable and well-
regarded journalists chose to weigh in on the matter, describing these new attacks on Br, Mann
as deplorable, unteuthiul, and outrageous, The Columbia Journalism Review, perhaps the most
highly regarded media authority, stated that Mr. Steyn’s and NRI's accusations of “academic
fraud” “dredgled] up a diseredited charge”™ and ignored “almost hal{ a dozen investigations {that
had] alfivmed the integrity of Mann’s research.” See Brainard, Curtis, (2012, July 25). ‘1 don’L
blufl™: Michael Mann's lawyer says Narfona! Review must retract and apologize. Columbia
Jowralism Review. Retrieved from

it/ www cirorg/the_observaiory/michast mann nadonal review m.php?page=2. The

Columbia Journalism Review further commented that Dy, Mann has endored “witch hunis and
death threats in order o defend his work™ ad that Vthe Tow to which Simberg and Steyn stouped
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is certainly deplorable, if not unlawful.” Jd. Similarty, the scientific publication Discover
Magazine deseribed the attacks as “slimy,” “disgusting,” and “defamatory.” See Plait, Phil,
(2012, July 23). Deniers, disgust, and defamation. Discover Magazine., Retrieved from

hitp:/fhiogs.discovermapazine.com/badastrononiy/201 2/07:23/deniers-disoust-and-defamation/,

Further, the Union of Concerned Scientists, through its program manager, Michael H alpern,
stated that it was “aghast” at these attacks, deseribing them as “disgusting,” “offensive,” and a

“defamation of character,” See Halpern, Michacl, (2012, July 23). Union of Concerned

Scicutists. Feowarch., Retrieved from hup:Zecowalch.oreg/201 2/think-tank-climate -scientist/,

The Refusal to Apologize or Retract the Statements

31, After the publication of the above statements, Dr. Mann demanded retractions and
apologies from both NRT and CEL. Dr. Mann advised NRT and CEI that their allegations of
rmisconduet and data manipulation were false and were clearly made with the Jenowtedge that
they were false. Dr. Mann further stated that it was wel] known that there have been numerous
mvestigations into the issue of academic fraud in the wake of the disclosure of the CRU emails,
and that every one of these investigations has coneluded that there is no basis to these allegations
and no evidence of any misconduct or data manipulation.

32. On Angust 22, NRI published a response from its editor Rich Lawry on Natioua!
Review Online entitled “Get Lost,” See Exhibit C. While NRI refused o apologize for or
retract “Football and Hockey™, Mr, Lowry did not deny the falsity of the defamatory statements,
o its knowledye ol their fulsity. Rather, Mr. Lowry's defense was that his publication bad not
mtended Lo aceuse Dr. Mann of fraud “in the eriminal sense.” Nevertheless, My, Lowry then

procoeded to repeal the defamatory charges, stating that Dr. Mann's research was “intelleciua}] ¥



bogus,” another accusation which is actionable in and of itself, Semantics aside, the allegation
that Dr. Mann’s rescarch was “intellectually bogus™ is yet another allegation of academic fraud.

33 On August 24, 2012, CEY issued a press release entitled “Penn Stare Climate
Scientist Michae! Mann Demands Apology from CEL CEI Refiises 1o Revract Commentary.” See
Lxhibit D, I its statement, CEI linked to and adopted Mr. Lowry's response.

COUNT 1
(Libel per se againgt all defendants)

34 Each of the preceding paragraphs | through 33 hereby incorporated hercin by
referenee,
35, The aforementioned written statements by the defendants accusing Dr. Mann of

academic fraud are defamatory per se and tend {o injure Dr. Mann in his profession because they
falsely impute to Dr. Mann academic corruption, fraud, and deceit as well as the cammission of a
criminal offense, in a manner injurious 1o the reputation and esteem of Dr. Mann professionally,

locally, nationally, and globally.

The aforementioned statoments proximately cauvsed Dr. Mann damages in the

Y
jo)

form of injury to hig reputation throughout the United States and internationally.

37. By publishing the aforementioned statoments, defendants knew they would be
repubilished and read by the gencral public throughout the United States and eisewhere. The
statements were iy Iaet republished and read by iembers of the gencral publbic throughout the
United States and clsewhere as a direol, patural, probable, and foresceable consequence of their
publications.

18, The aforementioned statements are [alse, and wore false when made, Defendanis

knew or should have known the statements were False when made,



39, Defendants made the aforementioned statements with aciual matice and wronglul
and willlul intent (o injure Dr. Mann, The statements were made with reckless disregard [or thejr
truth or falsity or with knowledge of their falsity and with wanton and wiliful disregard of the

reputation and rights of Dir. Mamn,

40, The aforementioned statements were made of and concerning Dr. Mann, and were

so understood by those who read defendants’ publications of them.

41, The aforementioncd gtatements have been widely published throughous the

United States and clsewhere,

43 Defendants knew or should have known that the statements werc injuriouns to Dr,

F

Mann's career and reputation.

43, As a proximate result of the aforementioned statements and their publications Dr,
Mann has suffered and continues to suffer damages in an amount o be determined at triat but not
less than the jurisdictional minimum of this Court, The full nature, extent and amount of these
damages is currently unknown, but this Complaint will be amended at {rial to insert said

information if deemed necessary by the Court,

44, The aforementioned false and defamatory staterents were made by the
defendants with actual malice and cither with knowledge of their falsity or in reckless disregard
of the wuth or falzity of the statenents.

45, Defendants cooperated among themselves in publishing the false and defamatory
stateinents by, among other acts, republishing and endorsing the defamations of their co-

defendants, "They arc joint tortcasors and as such jointly and severally Hable to Dr. Mam for

danages.



44, In making the delmmatory statements, defendants acted intentionally, maliciously,
willfully and witl the intent 1o injure Dr, Mann, or (0 benefit defendants. Defendants are liable

to Dr, Mann for punitive damages in an amount in accordance with proof at trial.

COUNT I
{Libel per se against CE$ and Rand Simberg)
47. Each of the preceding paragraphs 1 through 46 is hereby incorporated hevein by
reference,

48, Mr. Simberg’s statements, published by CEI on Opemmarket.org, that Dr. Mann
had engaged in “data manipulation, “academic and scientific misconduct,” and was “the
posterboy of the corrupt and disgraced climate science echo chamber™ are defamatory per se and
tend to injure Dr. Mann in hig profession because they falsely impute to Dr. Mann academic
corruption, fraud and deceit as well as the commission of a eriminal offense, in a manner
mjurious to the reputation and esteem of Dr. Mann professionally, locaily, nationally, and
glohally,

4% The aforementioned statements proximately caused Dr. Mann damages in the
form of injury to Ms reputation throughout the United States and internationally.

50, By publishing the aforementioned statements, CEL and Simberg knew they would
be republished and read by the general public throughout the United States and slsewhere, The
statements were in fact republished and read by members of the general public throughout the
United States and elsewhere as a direct, watural, probable, and foreseeable conscguonce of CENs
and Simbery’s publication.

S51. The aforementioned statements are false wnd were fdse when made, CFI and

Simberg knew or should have known the sialaments were false when made,
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52, CEf and Simberg made the aforementioned statements with actual malice and
wrongiul and willful intent o injure Dr. Mann. The statements were made with reckless
disregard for their truth or falsity or with knowledge of their falsity and with wanton and willfis
disregard of the 1'eptltati011 and rights of Dir, Mann.

53, The atorementioned statements were made of and concerning Dr. Mann, and were
so understood by those who read CIE's and Simberg’s publications of them.

54, The aforementioned statements have been widely published throughout the

United States and clsewhere, including to afl persons whe subscribed to or read

OpenMarket.Org,

55. CEI and Simberg knew or should have known that the statements were injurious
to Dr. Mann®s carcer and reputation,

56. As a proximate resul{ of the alorementioned statements and their publications D,
Mann has suffered and continues w suffer damuges in an amount (0 be determined at wrial but not
less than the jurisdictional minimum of this Court. The [ull nature, extent and amount of these
damages is currently unknown, but this Complaint will be amended at wial (o inscrt said
information if deemed necessary by the Court.

37, The aforementioned false and defamatory stalements were made by CEL and
Simberg with actual malice and either with knowledge of their falsity or in reckless disrepard of
the wruth or falsity of the sizlements.

58, In making the defamatory statements, CIiL and Simberg acted intentionally,
nraliciousty, willfully and with the intent to injure Dr. Mann, or 1o benefit CEF and Simberg,
Accordingly, CEland Simberg are liable to Dr. Mann for punitive damages in an amount in

accordance with proof ar trial.



COUNT I
(Libel per se against NRI and Mark Steyn)

59, Each of'the preceding paragraphs 1 lhrough 58 is hereby incorporated hercin by
reference.

60, Mr. Sweyn’s statement, published by NRI on National Review Online, that Dr.
Mann “was the man behind the fraudulent climate-change “hockey-stick” graph, the very
ringmaster of the tree-ring circus™ is defamatory per se and tends to injure Dr. Mann in his
profession because it falsely imputes to Dr. Mann academic corruption, frand and deceit as well
as the conunission of a eriminal offense, in a manoer injutious to the reputation and esteent of
Dr. Mann profossionally, locally, nationally, and globally.

61. The aforementioned statement proximately causced Dr, Mann damages in the form
ol injury to his reputation throughout the Uniled States and internationally.

62, By publishing the aforementioned statement, NRI und Steyn knew the statemaent
would be republished and read by the general public throughout the Uniled States and clsewhere,

The statement was in fact republished and read by members of the general public throughout the

United States and elsewhere as a direct, natural, probable, and foreseeable consequence of NRI's

and Steyn’s publication,

63 The aforementioned statement is false, and was false when made. NRI and Steyn

knew or shonld have known the statenient was false when made.

64, NRTand Steyn made the aforementioned statement with actual malice and
wrongful and willful intent fo infure T, Mann, The siatement was made with reckless disregard
for 1ts truth or falsity or with knowledge of its falsity and with wanton and wiltful disregard of

the reputation and rights of T, Mann.

- |8 -



65.  'The aforementioned statement was made of and concerning Dr. Mam, and was so
understood by those who read NRI’s and Steyn’s publication of it

66, The aforementioned statement has been widely published thronghout the United
States and elsewhere, ncluding to all persons who subscribed to or read Navional Review Onfine,

&7. NRFand Steyn knew or should have known that the siatemen( was injurious to Dr,
Mann's career and reputation,

68, Asa prd,\:imatc result of the aforementioned statement and its publication, Dr.
Mann has suffered and continues to suffer damages io an amount to be determined at trial but not
fess than the Jurisdictional minimum of this Cowrt, The full nature, extent and amount of these
damages is currently unknown, but this Complaint will be amended at trial o insert said
information if decmed necessary by the Court. |

64, The aforementioned false and delamatory statement was made by NRI and Steyn
with actual malice, and cither with knowledge of its [alsity or in reckless disregard of the truth or
falsity of the statement.

70, In making the defamatory statement, NRI and Steyn acted intentionally,
maliciousty, willfully and with the intent Lo injure Dr, Mam, or (0 benalit NRI and Stevn,
Accordingly, NRI and Steyn are liable to Dr. Mann for punitive damages in an amount in
acecordance with proof at trial.

COUNT IV
(Libel per se against NRI)

7l Bach of the preceding paragraphs 1 ihrough 70 is hereby incorporated herein by
roference,
72. Mr. Lowry’s statement, publisted by NRI on National Review Onlie, calling, Dr.

Mann’s vesearch “Intellectually bopus” ig defamatory per se and eads to injure Dy, Manmi in his
A K Y .
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profession because it falsely fmputes to Dr. Mann scademic correption, frand and decelt as well
as the commission of a criminal offense, in a manner injurious 1o the reputation and estcem of
Dr. Mann professionaily, locally, nat.immlly, and globally,

73, 'The aforementioned statement proximately caused Dr. Mann damages in the form
of injury to bis reputation t'hrnughéut the United States and internationally.

74 By publishing the aforementioned stiement on the Internet, NRI knew it would
be republished and read by the general public throughout the United States and elsewhere. The
statement was in fact republished and read by members of the general pubhic throughout the
United States and clsewhere as a direet, natral, probable, and foresceable consequence of NRI’s

publicalion.

75, The aforementioned statement is false, and was false when made. NRI knew or
should have known the statement was fatse when made.

76, NRI made the aforementioned statement with actual malice and wrongiul and
willful intent to injure Th. Mann. The statement was made with reckless disregard {or its ruth or
talsity or with knowledge of s falsity and with wanton and willful disregard of the reputation
and rights of Dr. Mann.

77, The atorementioned stalement was made of and concerning Dr, Mann, and was so
understood by those who read NRI’s publications of i1,

78. The aforementioned statement has been widely published thronghout the United
States and elsewhere, including to all persons who subscribed te or vead National Review (nline,

749, NRI knew or should have known that the statement was tnjurious 1o Dr. Mann's

career andd reputation.
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80, Asu proximate result of the aforementioned statcment and its publication, Dr,
Mann has suffered and continues to suffer damages in an amount 10 be determined at trial but not
less than the jurisdictional minimum of this Court. The ful] nature, exient and amount of these
damages is currently unknown, hut this Complaint will be amended at trial to insert said
informavion if deemed necessary by the Court,

81. The aforementioned false and defamatory statement was made by NRI with actual
malice, and either with knowledge of its falsity or in reckless distegard of the truth or falsity of
the statement,

82, In making the defamatory statement, NR1 acted intenticnally, maliciousfy,
willfully and with the intent 10 injure Dr. Mann, or to benefit NRI Accordingly, NRIT is liable to
Dr. Mann for punjtive damages in an amount in accordance with proof at trial,

COUNT V
(Libel per se against CEI)

83, Lach of the preceding parageaphs 1 through 82 is hereby incorporated herein by
referenee.
84, CEI's press release adopted and republished Mr. Lowry’s defamatory statement

calling Dr. Mann’s research “intellectually bogus.” The alorementioned statement is defamatory
per se and tends to injure Dy, Mann in his profession because it falsely imputes 1o Dr, Mann
acadenic corruplion, fraud and deceit as well as the commission of' a criminal offense, in g
maner injurious o the reputation and esteem of Dy, Mann professionally, locally, nationally,
and globally,
85, The atorementioned statement proximately caused Dr. Mann damapes in the Torm

ol injury w his reputation throughout the United States and titernationally,



&6. By publishiing the aforementioned statement on the Internet, CEI knew it would
be republished and read by the general public throughout the United States and elsewhere, The
statement was m fact republished and read by members of the general public throughout the
United States and clsewhere as a diroct, natural, probable, and foreseeahle consequence of CEI's
publication.

87, The alorememntioned stalement is [alse, and was false when made, CEI knew or
should have known the statement was false when made,

#8. CET made the aforementioned statement with actual malice and wronglul and
willful intent to injure Dr. Mann. The statement was made with reckless disregard for its truth or
falsity or wi.ih knowledge of its falsity and with wanton and williul disregard of the reputation
and rights of Dr, Mann,

89, The aforementioned statement was made of and concerning Dr. Mann, and was so
undersiond by those who read Cltil’s publications af them.

90, The alorementioned stalement has been widely published throughout the United
States and clsowhere,

a1, CET knew or should have known thal the statement was infurious to Tir. Mann’s
career and reputation.

92, Asa proximate result of the aforementioned siatement and its publications Dr.
Mann has suffered and continues to suffer damages in an amount o be determined at trial but not
less than the jurisdictional minimum of this Court. The full nature, exlent and amount of these
damages is currently unknown, but this Complaint will be amended at trial 10 insert said

information if deemed necessary by the Court.



93, The aforementioned false and defamatory statement was made with actual mal ice,
and either with knowledge of its falsity or in reclcle$5 disregard of the truth or fulsity of the
stalement.

94 Inmaking the defamatory statement, CFI acted i ntentionally, maliciously,
wiltfully and with the intent to injure Ir. Mann, or to henefit CEl, Accord ngly, CLI is liable to

Dr. Mann for punitive damages in an amount in accordance with proot at frial,

COUNT VI
{Intentional infliction of emotional distress against all defendants)
93, Lach of the preceding paragraphs | through 94 is hereby incorporated herein by
reference,

Q5. CEl's and Stmberg’s statement, and NRI’s and Steyn’s republication thereof, that
Dr. Mann “could be said to be the lerry sandusly of climate science, except for instead of
molesting children, he has molested and torturcd data in the service of politicized science that
could have dire cconomic conscguences for the nation and planet” oceurred intentionally with a
desire (o harm Dr. Mann.

97, The manner by which defendants sought to hart Dr. Mann, including the steps
deseribed herem, was extreme and outrageous.

08, As 2 resull of the actions of defendunty, including, inter alia, besiirching Dr.
Manr’s yreputation and comparing him to a convicied child molester, Dr. Mann has experieneed

exireme emotional distress,

99, As aresult of the actions of defendants, the character and reputation of Dr, Mann

were harmed, his standing and reputation among the community were impaired, he sulffered

financially, and he suffered mental anguish and personal humiliation,



100, Defendants cooperated among themselves in the republication and endarsement

of these statements, They are joint tortfeasors and as such arc jointly and scverally liable to Dr,

Mann for damagcs.

101, As adircet and proximate result of the actions of delendants, Dr. Mann has been
materially and subsiantially damaged. Furthermore, the actions of defendants were made
intentionaliy, maliciously, willfully and with the intent to injure Dr. Mann, or to benelit
defendants. Accordingly, defendants are liable 1o Dr. Mann for punitive damages in an amount

in accordance with proof af trial.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Michael Mann demands jndgménm jointly and severally against
Competitive Fnoterprise Institule, National Review, Inc,, Rand Simberg and Mark Steyn for: (1)
compensatory damages in an amount to be proven at teial; (2) punitive damages in an amount to
be proven at trial; (3} all costs, intercst, altomeys® fees, and disbursement to the highest extent

permiited by law; and (4) such other and lurther reliel as this Court may deem just and proper.

DATED: Oclober 22, 2012 Respectiully submilted,
COZIEN O'CONNOR

Sy if
750 W ﬁwW.m__w,
JOHN B, WILLIAMS (D.C Bar No. 257667)

BERNARD S, GRIMM (D.C. Bar No. 378171
CATHERING ROSATO REILLY

1627 1 Swreet, N.W., Suite 1100

Washingion, DO 20006

Tel (202 912-4800

Facsimile; (877) 260-9435
ibwilliamsfcorzen.com

ba i Zdeoxen.con

greillylideozen.com

oy




OF COUNSEL:

PETER L FTONTAINT
COZEN O'CONNOR
1900 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Tel: (8356) 910-5043
Facsimile: (866) 850-7491
plontaincg@cozen.com

Counsel for Plaintifl
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The Other Scandal In Unhappy Valley

by Rund Simberg on July 13, 2012 - 56 comments

in Citobal Wanning, Transparency
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towet 7,

Like 136 people ilke this. Be the first of your friends.

So it turns out that Penn State has covered up wrongdoing by one of its emplovees to avoid bad
publicity.

referring to anothel cover up zmd w]mawash (lmi occunad lhm_ rwo y ars 41,0, b{,imc we !edz ncd how
rotlen and corrupt the culture at the university was. But now that we know how bad it was, perhaps
it"s time that we revisit the Michael Mann affair, particularly given how much we've also Jearned
about his and othiers” hockey-stick deceptions sinee,

To review, when the emails and computer models were leaked from the Climate Research Unit at the
tniversity of East Anglia two and a half years ago, many of the luminaries of the “climate science”
cormnmunity were showi o have beon behaving 1 a mostunseienitfic manner. Among them were
Michac] Mann, Prolessor of Metearology at Pern Sume, whom the emails revealed had been ¢ ngm_ Ty
i daty manipulation w keep the blade on his famous hockey-stick graph, which had become an icon
for those determined to mduae human carbon emissions by any means necessary.

its own investiution inde deontly of one that hac% becn launc,hLd in ho T\di‘mndi .’\wdcmy of
Sciences (NAS} in response to a demand from Congressman Sherwood Boehlert (R- N.Y.). In July of

the next vear, the panel set up to investigate declared him innocent of any_ wronedoing:

Penn State Professor Michael Mann hag been cleared ol any wrongdoing, according (o a
report of the investigation that was released today (July 1), Mann was under Investigation
for allegations of research impropriety that surfaced last year afier thousands of stolen e-
mails were published ontine. The e-mails were obtained from computer servers at the
Climatic Research Unit of the University of East Anglia in England, one of the main
repositartes of mformation about elimate change.

The panel of leading scholars from various research fields, all tenured professors at
Penn State, began its work on March 4 1o look at whether Mann had “engaged in,
directly or indirectly, any actions that seriously deviated from accepted practices within
the academic community for proposing, conducting or reporting research o other
scholarly activities,”

My emphasis,

GNYone L’h(\.[)l, \fid'm hmtwif dnd sa,cm)mly i fnou,d the contents oi Lhc un(ul lhu WAIm MOngers

,d;%gl;nc_c.i him exonerated (and the biggest victim in the history of the world). Bu many in the skeptic

communiiy calfed it n whilewash:

This is not surprising that Mann’s own university circled the wagons and narrowed the
focus of #ts own investigation o declare him ellical.

The fact that the investigation (,i[(,d Mann®s ‘level of success in 1')1‘01)051139 researeh and
abtaining funding’ as some sort of proof thalt he was meeting the “highest standards’, tells

hup/www.openmarket.org/2012/07/1 Yihe-other-scandal-in-unhappy-valley/ 107192012
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vou thal Mann is considered a sacred [unding cash cow. At the height of his financial
career, similar sentimenis could have been said about Bernie Madol!

Mann has become the posterboy of the corrupt and disgraced climate science echo
chamber, No universily whitewash investigation will changge that simple reality.

Richard Tindzen of MIT weiphed in as well;

“Penn State has clearly demonstrated that it is incapable of monitoring violations of
scientific standards of behavior internally,” Lindzen said in an e-mail from France,

Bur their criticism was ignored, particularly affer the release of the NAS report, which was also
piported 1o exongrate bim. But in rarcading the NAS “exoneration,” some words stand oufl now.
Tirst, he was criticized for his statistical techniques (which was the basis of the eriticism that resulted
i his unscientific behavior). But more importantly:

The OIG also independently reviewed Mami's emails and PSU™s inquiry into whether or
not Marnn deleied emails as requested by Phil Jones in the “Climategawe’™ emails {aka
Allegation 2). The OIG concluded afler reviewing the the published CRU ematls and the
additional information provided by PSU that “nothing in ihe emails| evidenced
research misconduct within the definition of the N8I Research Misconduct Regulation.”
Furthermare, the OIG accepted the conclusions of the PSU inquiry regarding whether
Mann deloted emails and agreed with PSU’s conclusion that Mann had not.

Again, my emphasis, In other words, the NAS investigation relied on the fntegrity of the university to
provide them with all relevant material, and was thus not vuly mdependent. We now know in
hindsight that i{ could not do so, Bevond that, there are still relevant emaiis that we haven’t seen, two
years later, because the University of Virginia continues (o stonewall on a FOIA request, and it’s
heading, to the Supreme Court ol the Commonwealth of Virginia,

Michact Mann, like Joc Patorno, was a rock star in the context of Fenn State University, bringing in
millions in research [unding, The same umversity president who resigned in the wake of the Sandusky
scandal was also the president when Mann was being whitewashed investigated, We saw whaf the
university administration was willing to do to cover up heinous crimes, and cven lot them continue,
rather than expose them. Should we suppose, in light of what we now know, they would do any Jess o
hide academic and scientific misconduct, with so much at stalke?

[t's time [or a fresh, wuly independent investigation,

*Two inappropriate sentences fhat originally appeared in fhis post have been removed by the editor.

1 Teannt Landlord Heipline
‘ ree Constdation. Local Attorneys Get Help Now! Call 1-800-052- 1822
wwiv besallelniNow. o,

8 Tonney Nanmer July 14,2012 at 2:06 pmy

This is one of the most disgugting and amoral attempis 1o smear an honest and courageous
scientist’s reputation that | have ever scen. Dr. Mann has been cleared of any sort of

hitpe/fwww.openmarket.orp/2002/07/] 3ihe-other-scandal-in-unbappy-valley/ FOAQ2012
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The Corner

The one and only.

Football and Hockey

By fark Steyn

July 15, 2012822 P M.

In the wake of Louis Freeh’s report on Penn State’s complicity in serjal rape,

Rand Simberg writes of Unhappy Valley’s other scandal:

I referring to another cover up and whitewash that
occurred there two years ago, before we learned how rotten
and corrupt the culture at the university was. But now that
we know how bad it was, perhaps it's time that we revisit the
Michael Mann affair, particularly given how much we've also
learned about his and othars' hockey-stick deceptions since.
Mann could be said to be the Jerry Sandusky of climate
science, except that instead of maolesting chifdren, he has
molested and tortured data in the service of politicized
science that could have dire economic consequences for the

nation and planet.

Notsure I"d have ex(ended that metaphor all the way into the Jocker-room

showers with quite the zeal Mr Sim berg does, but he has 2 point. Michael Manp

was the man behind the frandulent climate-change “hockey-stick™ graph, the

very ringmaster of the tree-ring circus. And, when the Fast Anglia cmails came
out, Penn State feit obliged to “investi gate” Professor Mann. Graham Spanier,

the Penn State president forced to resign over Sandusky, was the same cove

http:/Awww nationalreview.com/hlo gs/prinl/ 209442 HOA972012
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who investigated Mann. And, as with Sandusky and Paterno, the college

declined to find one of its star names guilty of any wrongdoing.,

If an institution is prepared to cover up systemie statutory rape of minors, what
won't it cover up? Whether or not he’s “the Jerry Sandusky of climate change”,
he remains the Michael Mann of climate change, in part because his

“investigation” by a deeply corrupt administration was a joke.

Parmafink

@ National Review Onling 2012, All Rights Reserved,
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Get Lost

By Rich Lowry

August 22, 2002 115 B,

S 0, as you might have heard, Michael Mann of Climategate infamy is

threatening Lo sue us.

Mann is upsel — very, very upset — with this Mark Steyn Corner post, which
had the temerity to call Mann’s hockey stick “fraudulent.” The Steyn post was
mild compared with other things that have been said about the notorious hockey
stick, and, in fact, it fell considerably short of an item about Mann published

elsewhere that Steyn quoted in his post.

So why threaten to sue us? [ rather suspect it is because the Steyn post was

savagely witty and stung poor Michael.

Possessing not an ounce of Steyn’s wit or eloquence, poor Michael didn’t try to

engage him in a debate. He sent a laughably threatening letter and proceeded to

write pathetically lame chest-thumping posts on his IFacebook page. (Is it too
much to ask that world-renowned climate scientists spend less ime on

Facehook?)

All of this is transparent nousense, as our letter of response outlines,

In common poicmical usage, “fraudulent” doesn’ mean honest-to-goodness
eriminal fraud. Tt means intellcetually bogus and wrong. I consider Mann’s
prospective fawsuit fraudulent. Uh-oh. I guess he now has another reason 1o sue

us.

htipr/www nationalreview.comiblogs/print/3 14680 H0A19/2012
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Usually, you don’t welcome a nuisance lawsuit, because it’s a nuisance, It

consumes time. [t costs money. But this is a different matter in light of onc
word: discovery.

If Mann sues us, the materials we will need to mount a fult defense will be
extremely wide-ranging. So if he files a complaint, we will be doing more than
fighting a nuisance lawsuil; we will be embarking on a journalistic project of

great inferest to s and our readers.

And this is where you come in, [ Mann goes through with it, we’re probably
gomg to call on you to help fund our legal fight and our investigation of Mann
- through discovery. It it gets that far, we may eventually even wan( (o hire a

dedicated reporter to comb through the materials and regularly post stories on

Mann,

My advice to poor Michael is to go away and bother someone else. I he doesn’t
have the good sense to do that, we Jook forward to teaching him a thing or two

about the law and about how free debate works in a free country.

He’s going to go to great trouble and expense to embark on a losing cause that
will expose more of his methods and maneuverings to the world. In shor(, he

risks making an ass of himsclf. But that hasa’t stopped him before.
e Rich Lowry is the editor of NATIONAL REVIEW,

© Mational Review Onilng 2012, Al Rights Reservedd,
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Competitive Enterprise Institute

Free Markets and Limited Governmeoent.

ABQUT CEI CENTERS ISSUES NEWSROGM

Penn State Climate Scientist Michael Mann Demands

Apalfogy From CEIL

CED Refusas to Retract Commentary
By Christine Hail
August 24, 2012
Priay el fihare
Wastington, D.C., August 24, 2012 -~ "bu Comgoilive Enlarprios nstilute recs ven a
ietbar o August 21 from an allomey “esresenting Pann State Un varsity Professor Micheof
clogize for a post on CEs Blog,

&, Mann that domands that CRY rebract and ¢
Openmarket,org, writtan by CE1 adjunct seolor Rond Simberg, e ‘eltes atso threalers
that they “intend to sursue all apsroptiate legal remegies on behaif of Dr. Marn,®

“¥ne Qeher Scandalin Unbappy Valloy,® the July 13, 2012 blog post at issue, ¢riticlzog
Professor Mare, a climate sclentist who -8 recent vears has besome o leading acvaoate in
the public debats for global warning alareyen Maan was the Inad author of research tia:
fabrical=d the ifamroug hockey stick temperalure graph. The honkey stick was festured in
the UN Intergovesrmantal Fanel oa Climate Change's Third Assosermonl Bepors (20010, Tk
was dropped nits Faurth Assessment Report (2007). C-rrgils from and to Frofessor Mann
rartE sunwn as thae Cimategate scanda’.

Teatured prominenty nowha
In ragponse o the lstter from Manm's attormey, CEI offered the foliowing s.aloments.
Staternent by CEI Generat Counsel Sam Kazman:

Tiva waek CEI recaives 3 letter fram M chasl Masn's attornay, John B Witliares of Cuegn
O'Conner, demand:ing that CE7 fully retract and apoeldagize for a Juy 13th Josqaiarker blag
ROt soncerning Mann's work, Stortly ef2or that post wees pusiisbed o red-duy, CET
remeaved twe sentences that it regardad as inappropriate. However, wu viow Lhe post oy a
vahel commgntary on Michael Mana's resescch. Wea rjoeat the Ztaam that this research was
clogeiy casmined, et alone exangrated, sy any of the proczed nge fisted in M, Willlams's

{etter.

Malional Rovize, wiuch earier gar s samifar letter fom Mann's athorney, has expothy
sumMmed up the matter in & response by tha editor and the pubbzalion™ sliamey.

sowarl, s threatened lawaoir is Jreaty contrary to
ssucs, Michael Mann rery

And regardless OF how Srn vises Man?
First Anendment law regarding sublic cobaty over comgyorsial i
ve wa face a glana wannog threst, bur his actions represent an unfoundad attarrpt Lo

haelie
reeze dscugsion Qf his v ews

In shoit, we'ra not ratracting the piace, and we're not epologiziey [os i+
L i ‘ el ¥

5 that ring investigaliong of geedemee

d Professor Mann, Most of hase nvest gations zid not sxaming
aven maention i, and Parn State Univessity’s nvastigaticn

wan bypicol of Lhat institalon's urfe lunsle sondznesn,

Lraseare’y is sulb bakaen serisnsly inoshy puiiic
nan Repoet i the House Energy
s of

The fact bast Professor Mann's hiockey stie
vebate woanind cation thar people haven'i
arg Commuree Commiltes, 1ae National Reseach Cowncil™ copa, or e ann

.
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itical advocacy is no morz relisbie than bis se’entific -asearch. Mis
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