
Supreme Court allows climate
scientist’s  defamation  case
to proceed

Enlarge / Penn State climate scientist Michael Mann giving a
presentation on records of past climate.
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Climate  scientists  take  a  lot  of  abuse.  The  political
opposition to climate science in some countries breeds nasty
attacks on the scientists themselves. Penn State’s Michael E.
Mann, for example, became a favorite target after his work on
tree-ring records of past climate produced a “hockey stick”
graph showing that a gradual cooling trend flipped into sharp,
human-caused warming.

In 2012, Mann decided he’d had enough and did something few
other scientists have—he filed a defamation lawsuit. After
years bouncing around in court, with the defendants appealing
decisions that would let the case proceed, the suit’s last
obstacle was cleared Monday as the Supreme Court declined to
hear an appeal. A 2016 decision by a District of Columbia
court will stand, and the case will now have to be heard.

The  original  suit  was  prompted  by  articles  written  by
Conservative columnist and radio show host Mark Steyn and Rand
Simberg of the Conservative Enterprise Institute. The articles
claimed  that  Mann’s  research  was  fraudulent—that  he  had
intentionally  manipulated  data.  And  Simberg  added  a
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regrettable analogy that Steyn quoted in his piece: “Mann
could be said to be the Jerry Sandusky of climate science,
except for instead of molesting children, he has molested and
tortured data.”

There is nothing to the claim of data manipulation. Mann is
far  from  the  only  researcher  in  this  field,  and  further
studies have confirmed and extended the earlier results he was
involved in. And because Mann’s emails were among those hacked
and released from University of East Anglia scientists in
2009, that wet thud of a controversy triggered a number of
investigations by universities and other institutions, all of
which found he had done nothing improper. Those investigations
were complete before Steyn and Simberg wrote their articles.
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