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Climate Misinformation: 
are you immune?

https://www.cbc.ca/player/play/2181875267691

https://www.cbc.ca/player/play/2181875267691


CBC’s Journalistic 
Standards

• Our Mission and Principles
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
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https://cbc.radio-canada.ca/#collapse0


https://thoughtfullearning.com/inquireHSbook/pg346

https://thoughtfullearning.com/inquireHSbook/pg346


Unusual news reporting format: “I’ve been doing a lot of scrolling…
false claims, cherry picking…”  on climate change



“These posts are getting thousands of views”
Joanne Nova:”…everything you know about climate change is the opposite”

WHO is this 
woman?



Jaela: “I report on climate change, so I know these claims are false.”
Then a cutaway of her boots walking through the frame. 

Why the 
boots?



Jaela’s 61% public opinion ‘social proof’ is Misleading + Irrelevant.

‘Climate change’ has been happening for 4.5 billion years.
The issue is to what extent do human industrial emissions drive 

climate change.  
Is carbon dioxide the driver or not?

Who cares what Canadians are ‘extremely sure’ about?
What does the data and EVIDENCE tell us?



Explain the story with facts, not passing social proofs.
Who is this person? Clarify What this report is about. 
Why is it relevant or important to this conversation?



Who is this man? 
Why is his contribution to this story relevant?

“It is very easy by misleading rhetoric to 
induce doubt about those facts in the public 
because you know the public doesn’t have 
enough time to sort of sift through all the 
information that’s out there. Misinformation 
can have a very strong impact on people’s 
attitudes.”



Now we’re in a café with Jaela.
Why?

“Misinformation is all about planting little 
seeds of doubt.

It might not be enough to make you think 
that climate change itself is not real, but it 
might make you question whether cutting 
emissions is worth all the effort.”



Gas World 
Warming

Canadian 
Contribution

Alberta 
Contribution

C/Century C/Century C/Century
CO2 0.85 0.016 0.0052
CH4 0.085 0.0016 0.00052
N2O 0.064 0.0012 0.0037
Total 1.0 0.019 0.006

-The world warming column is from: C. de Lange, J. Ferguson, W. Happer & W. A. van Wijngaarden, 2022, “Nitrous Oxide & Climate”, Atmos. & Oceanic Phys. arXiv: 2211.15780.
-Canada produced 1.9% of CO2 according to https://www.worldometers.info/co2-emissions/
-According to Environment and Natural Resources Dept. of Government of Canada in 2019 Alberta generated about 37% of Canada's carbon dioxide equivalent output.
-For simplicity, we assume same emission fraction for CH4 and N2O as for CO2

six 
thousandths

If we look at the EVIDENCE it is clear that for Canada, 
cutting emissions is NOT worth the effort. 

https://www.worldometers.info/co2-emissions/


https://wvanwijngaarden.info.yorku.ca/publications/

https://wvanwijngaarden.info.yorku.ca/publications/


Here’s how CBC described Prof. William van Wijngaarden

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2
022/10/02/debunking-the-
ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-
and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-
coverage-of-an-esteemed-
canadian-scientist/

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2022/10/02/debunking-the-ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-coverage-of-an-esteemed-canadian-scientist/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2022/10/02/debunking-the-ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-coverage-of-an-esteemed-canadian-scientist/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2022/10/02/debunking-the-ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-coverage-of-an-esteemed-canadian-scientist/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2022/10/02/debunking-the-ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-coverage-of-an-esteemed-canadian-scientist/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2022/10/02/debunking-the-ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-coverage-of-an-esteemed-canadian-scientist/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2022/10/02/debunking-the-ecojustice-genclimateaction-case-and-reviewing-cbcs-derogatory-coverage-of-an-esteemed-canadian-scientist/


But CBC does not look at the evidence.
They are too busy smearing qualified people who 
are bringing you the evidence that the claim of a 
climate emergency is overwrought…and built on a 

contrived ‘consensus’.  



I personally know this woman. 
Joanne Nova.
I also know this research well.

Joanne Nova: “They tell us 
97% of climate scientists 
agree but they don’t tell us 
that that’s only 75 people.”

Note that CBC does not identify this 
woman or the study she refers to. They do 
not argue the evidence, they just allude to 
it as all ‘misinformation.’ How is that kind 
of reporting ‘in the public interest?’



See? Here we are together for Friends of 
Science Society’s

19th Annual Climate Science Event. 

https://youtu.be/pBo7KMbgf6E?list=PLZcRTdbkGEnEttdl-FItyZezV610pzAZ_

https://youtu.be/pBo7KMbgf6E?list=PLZcRTdbkGEnEttdl-FItyZezV610pzAZ_


Joanne Nova was right.
97% of scientists…only 75 people.

https://friendsofscience.org/assets/d
ocuments/97_Consensus_Myth.pdf

https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/97_Consensus_Myth.pdf
https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/97_Consensus_Myth.pdf


Doran & Zimmerman (2009) survey details

•

•

•



What’s wrong with that question?

•

•

•



Past Climatic Changes are Cyclical and Very 
Dramatic – Earth Scientists Study 4.5 billion 
years of climate change, not just 150 years.

•

•

•

•

Watch Dr. Harper’s presentation: “ From Ice Age to Nice Age to Dry 
Age and Back: 600 million years of Climate Change”

https://youtu.be/O-mMpGBxPwI?t=51

https://youtu.be/O-mMpGBxPwI?t=51


Geological data shows Earth is cooling 
and CO2 has no correlation to 

temperature

https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Infiltration2015.pdf

We 
are 
here.

https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Infiltration2015.pdf


Opinions and Subjective Words are not Empirical Measures.
Questions that don’t mention human-caused GHGs can’t prove AGW.

•

•

•



Math is Hard

•

•



Here’s the 97% - 75 scientists peer-reviewed ‘consensus’ study.
And here’s M.K. Zimmerman’s MA Thesis – which has many surprises.



Neither CBC nor NASA ever did the #Math on Doran & Zimmerman (2009)



37 scientists wrote emails to M.K. Zimmerman stating that the Sun and 
Oceans are Main Drivers of Climate Change



https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Infi
ltration2015.pdf

https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Infiltration2015.pdf
https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Infiltration2015.pdf


1 Million Geoscientists agree we are in the Meghalayan Age.
Anthropocene? Not so much.



Back to the “Climate Misinformation: are you immune?” story and the 
Ozone Layer

Propaganda. This 
is not a climate 
solution.



Why is a scientist being exploited to push ‘climate solutions’ that are not 
solutions at all?

More propaganda. 
This is not a 
climate solution.



Mining for “Critical Minerals”for
Wind and Solar Needs Oil, Gas 
and Coal !

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0301679X1730235
9

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0301679X17302359
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0301679X17302359


The 1.5 °C goal is a POLITICAL, not a scientific target.
Young people have been misled and terrified by CBC.
Who are these people?

“We need to do more. Like…a lot more. In order 
to stick to our goal of limiting heating to 1.5 
degrees Celsius and to avoid fast tracking to 
climate disaster.”



The sleep of reason produces monsters.



China emits in one month 
what Canada emits in a year 

and a half.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-aug-2020-Reissued-
FINAL.pdf

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-aug-2020-Reissued-FINAL.pdf
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-aug-2020-Reissued-FINAL.pdf
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-aug-2020-Reissued-FINAL.pdf


https://www.i4ce.org/en/publication/global-carbon-account-in-2021/

36

Canada $65.

https://www.i4ce.org/en/publication/global-carbon-account-in-2021/


In what country would a high carbon tax be most damaging to the 
economy?

37

Carbon Tax:
Canada $65.
Switzerland $106.
Sweden $142.
Liechtenstein $106.



Is there another reason CBC chose 
to mock Joanne Nova?

Perhaps.
Or maybe I’m just wearing a tinfoil 

hat.



https://joannenova.com.au/2015/01/is-the-sun-driving-ozone-and-changing-the-climate/

https://joannenova.com.au/2015/01/is-the-sun-driving-ozone-and-changing-the-climate/


https://joannenova.com.au/2015/01/is-the-sun-driving-ozone-and-changing-the-climate/

https://joannenova.com.au/2015/01/is-the-sun-driving-ozone-and-changing-the-climate/


Now back to CBC’s ”Climate 
Misinformation: are you immune?” 



FINALLY, at 3:39 CBC mentions “Fault Lines” – a recent Canadian report. 
So that’s what it is about! Why didn’t she say so?



Hi, I’m Jaela
Bernstien

for CBC 
News, 

reporting 
from the 

Canadian 
Council of 

Academies.

A Normal News Report 
Goes like this…



The Council’s newest report “Fault 
Lines” tackles concerns about 

climate change misinformation.  I 
talked with one of the expert panel 

members, Prof. Stephen 
Lewandowsky, Chair, Cognitive 

Psychology and Professor, School of 
Psychological Science, University of 

Bristol in the UK.



The Canadian Council of 
Academies has been funded by the 
federal government for about $55 
million since 2002.  In this latest 

report, “Fault Lines,” they single out 
the Calgary-based non-profit, 

Friends of Science Society, and in 
this video, I’ll be showing you other 

climate change deniers who Prof. 
Lewandowsky says, “lead[s] people 
to take climate change less seriously 

and to be less willing to support policy 
action.”



In reading “Fault Lines,” I noticed 
that the Council of Canadian 

Academies expressed concern 
about Friends of Science Society’s 

funding.  In searching their 
website, I found documents from 

their AGM showing that Friends of 
Science Society operates on about 

$150, 000/year, with average 
member/donor contributions of 

$100.
Their billboards contradict the 

‘consensus’ view on climate 
change.



I also found that in 2014, Friends 
of Science Society had called for 

the Journal Psychological Science 
to retract the controversial paper 

by Prof. Lewandowsky titled: 
“NASA Faked the Moon Landing..” 

on grounds that it violated 
publishing ethics – for a faulty 

‘consensus’ premise and 
especially that it violated the 

publisher’s commitment to 
freedom of speech. Their bid was 

unsuccessful.
From the release: “Lewandowsky et al 
claim their research reveals that those 

who question Anthropogenic Global 
Warming (AGW) or "climate science" are 

whacky conspiracy theorists.”



From the Friend of Science 2014 press 
release: 

"In an era when bullying and social 
ostracization are recognized as serious 
crimes and psychologically damaging, 

it is odd that the premier publication 
of the Association for Psychological 

Science agreed to publish the 
Lewandowsky work under this 

inflammatory title," says Ken Gregory, 
research director of Friends of 

Science, a climate science review 
organization. "Thousands of legitimate 

scientists and citizens, have been 
mocked and ostracized."

This same approach appears to underlie 
the recent “Fault Lines” report by the 

Canadian Council of Academies, which 
does not countenance rational scientific 

dissent on public policy.

http://www.stopbullying.gov/laws/
http://www.stopbullying.gov/laws/


National Academies: On being a Scientist: Responsible Conduct in Research (1995)
https://w.astro.berkeley.edu/~kalas/labs/documents/On_being_a_scientist.pdf

Further research 
reveals that hard-

nosed skepticism is 
integral to 

responsible 
scientific inquiry.

https://w.astro.berkeley.edu/%7Ekalas/labs/documents/On_being_a_scientist.pdf


Type Two Scientific Misconduct – Cabbolet 
(2013)
•

•

•

•

•

It turns out that it 
is a form of Type 

Two Scientific 
Misconduct to call 

people ‘deniers’ 
and not engage in 
EVIDENCE-based 
scientific debate.



CBC also delegitimizes a distinguished scientist
Prof. Howard “Cork” Hayden. 
Again, they don’t mention his name or qualifications.

https://co2coalition.org/teammember/howard-cork-hayden/

Hayden is also editor of The Energy 
Advocate, a monthly newsletter 
promoting energy and 
technology, which in August 2017 
begins its 22nd year of publication. He 
is the author of, among other 
publications, The Solar Fraud: Why 
Solar Energy Won’t Run the 
World (Vales Lake Publishing LLC, 
2002, 2d edition 2005), A Primer on 
CO2 and Climate (Vales Lake 
Publishing LLC, 2007), A Primer on 
Renewable Energy (Vales Lake 
Publishing, LLC), and Bass Ackwards: 
How Climate Alarmists Confuse Cause 
with Effect (Vales Lake Publishing, 
LLC).

https://co2coalition.org/teammember/howard-cork-hayden/
http://www.energyadvocate.com/
http://www.energyadvocate.com/
http://www.amazon.com/The-Solar-Fraud-Energy-Edition/dp/0971484546
http://www.amazon.com/The-Solar-Fraud-Energy-Edition/dp/0971484546
http://www.amazon.com/The-Solar-Fraud-Energy-Edition/dp/0971484546
http://www.amazon.com/Primer-CO2-Climate-2nd/dp/0971484562/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500766&sr=1-1&keywords=A+Primer+on+CO2+and+Climate
http://www.amazon.com/Primer-CO2-Climate-2nd/dp/0971484562/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500766&sr=1-1&keywords=A+Primer+on+CO2+and+Climate
http://www.amazon.com/Primer-Renewable-Energy-Howard-Hayden/dp/0981969410/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500792&sr=1-1&keywords=A+Primer+on+Renewable+Energy
http://www.amazon.com/Primer-Renewable-Energy-Howard-Hayden/dp/0981969410/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500792&sr=1-1&keywords=A+Primer+on+Renewable+Energy
http://www.amazon.com/Bass-Ackwards-Climate-Alarmists-Confuse/dp/0981969437/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500824&sr=1-1&keywords=Bass+Ackwards%3A+How+Climate+Alarmists+Confuse+Cause+with+Effect
http://www.amazon.com/Bass-Ackwards-Climate-Alarmists-Confuse/dp/0981969437/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500824&sr=1-1&keywords=Bass+Ackwards%3A+How+Climate+Alarmists+Confuse+Cause+with+Effect
http://www.amazon.com/Bass-Ackwards-Climate-Alarmists-Confuse/dp/0981969437/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1415500824&sr=1-1&keywords=Bass+Ackwards%3A+How+Climate+Alarmists+Confuse+Cause+with+Effect


‘Cork’ Hayden: “I wouldn’t see anything wrong with 2,000 ppm CO2.”

Prof. Hayden, in his podcast with Tom Nelson, shows 
how the IPCC is wrong in a crucial calculation. 

https://youtu.be/LPP0ItFaees

https://youtu.be/LPP0ItFaees


Prof. Hayden challenges the IPCC – Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change – with a Scientific Challenge

[Prof. Lewandowksy] He’s talking about this 
body of evidence, climate denial creates 

polarization, erodes trust in science, and 
undermines support for cutting emissions. It’s 

gotten bad enough that the UN flagged 
misinformation in its report as limiting 

climate action.

Note that the IPCC’s 
Working Group II is NOT 
the physical science 
Working Group I – the 
WGI only mention 
‘crisis’ and ‘emergency’ 
once in their AR6 report 
in reference to media 
coverage…not science.



Seems like “Fault Lines” is also a kind of teaching tool, and this odd CBC story by 
Jaela Bernstien a model for others… narrative storytelling, rather than reporting.



Many thanks to John Robson at Climate Discussion Nexus for the Heads-up on 
“Fault Lines.” He compares the report to the Babylon Bee. 
He’s also sad that his CDN was left out.

https://climatediscussionnexus.com/2023/02/01/shut-up-they-explained/

The report even singles out the 
“Calgary-based Friends of Science” for a 
good rubbishing on the grounds that “It 
is difficult to trace the funding sources 

behind Friends of Science, but the fossil 
fuel industry is among its contributors 

(Montgomery, 2006; Gorrie, 2007)” while 
ignoring poor old CDN

https://climatediscussionnexus.com/2023/02/01/shut-up-they-explained/


There was a time when CBC did cover dissenting views.
2004. “Doomsday Called Off.”

Doomsday Called Off (2004)

Rathnakumar S
1.58K subscribers
3,571 views Mar 8, 2015
Doomsday Called Off (2004) A CBC documentary
Director:
Lars Mortensen
Scientists interviewed:
David Legates University of Delaware
Jorgen Peder Steffensen Niels Bohr Institute
Sallie Baliunas Harvard-Smithsonian Center for 
Astrophysics
John Christy University of Alabama in Huntsville
Nils-Axel Morner (1938-2020) Stockholm UniversityHat tip to Norm Kalmanovitch, P. Geoph. 

https://www.youtube.com/@SRathnakumar


Many thanks to Norm Kalmanovitch, P. Geoph. 



It is concerning that CBC has appointed itself judge and jury on content, telling 
social media companies to take down content. We are being censored. More so 
than in the past.

Facebook blocks this video  - still reached
732,000 views
29,000 likes
5,584 comments



Was the “Fault Lines” report meant to be justification to 
social media platforms for Canadian government 

censorship under Bill C-11 and potentially Bill C-36?

If so, the report does not meet the standard for scientific 
quality in any way, shape or form.

“And the solution couldn’t be more patronizing if the 
report were Babylon Bee satire…”

- John Robson on “Fault Lines”



• Study important problems
Build on prior knowledge
Provide full disclosure
Use objective designs
Use valid and reliable data
Use valid simple methods
Use experimental evidence
Draw logical conclusions

https://www.amazon.ca/Scientific-Method-Finding-
Useful-Knowledge/dp/1009096427

https://www.amazon.ca/Scientific-Method-Finding-Useful-Knowledge/dp/1009096427
https://www.amazon.ca/Scientific-Method-Finding-Useful-Knowledge/dp/1009096427


If CBC had done a real report, they 
would have noted that subverting 

science academies for political 
ends is historically known as 

“Lysenkoism.”



Mao Zedong adopted Lysenko’s methods.
~36 million died in China. Cancel Culture made it all possible.



Good News You Will Not See 
on CBC



64



65







Friends of Science Society stands for 
open, civil debate and full cost-benefit 
analysis on climate and energy policies.



We’re Celebrating our 21st Year of Operation!

https://youtu.be/KnipKZAhgW4

$21 to Celebrate as we enter our 21st Year!

Etransfers:  contact@friendsofscience.org

https://youtu.be/KnipKZAhgW4
mailto:contact@friendsofscience.org


Help us educate the public!
Join. Donate. Sponsor. Share!

Donate by etransfer:
contact@friendsofscience.org

70

mailto:contact@friendsofscience.org

	Fault Lines at the CBC
	Climate Misinformation: �are you immune?
	CBC’s Journalistic Standards
	Slide Number 4
	Unusual news reporting format: “I’ve been doing a lot of scrolling…�false claims, cherry picking…”  on climate change
	“These posts are getting thousands of views”�Joanne Nova:”…everything you know about climate change is the opposite”
	Jaela: “I report on climate change, so I know these claims are false.”�Then a cutaway of her boots walking through the frame. 
	Jaela’s 61% public opinion ‘social proof’ is Misleading + Irrelevant.��‘Climate change’ has been happening for 4.5 billion years.�The issue is to what extent do human industrial emissions drive climate change.  �Is carbon dioxide the driver or not?��Who cares what Canadians are ‘extremely sure’ about?�What does the data and EVIDENCE tell us?
	Explain the story with facts, not passing social proofs.�Who is this person? Clarify What this report is about. �Why is it relevant or important to this conversation?
	Who is this man? �Why is his contribution to this story relevant?
	Now we’re in a café with Jaela.�Why?
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Here’s how CBC described Prof. William van Wijngaarden
	But CBC does not look at the evidence.�They are too busy smearing qualified people who are bringing you the evidence that the claim of a climate emergency is overwrought…and built on a contrived ‘consensus’.  
	I personally know this woman. �Joanne Nova.�I also know this research well.
	See? Here we are together for Friends of Science Society’s� 19th Annual Climate Science Event. 
	Joanne Nova was right.�97% of scientists…only 75 people.
	Doran & Zimmerman (2009) survey details
	What’s wrong with that question?
	Past Climatic Changes are Cyclical and Very Dramatic – Earth Scientists Study 4.5 billion years of climate change, not just 150 years.
	Geological data shows Earth is cooling and CO2 has no correlation to temperature
	Opinions and Subjective Words are not Empirical Measures.�Questions that don’t mention human-caused GHGs can’t prove AGW.
	Math is Hard
	Here’s the 97% - 75 scientists peer-reviewed ‘consensus’ study.�And here’s M.K. Zimmerman’s MA Thesis – which has many surprises.
	Neither CBC nor NASA ever did the #Math on Doran & Zimmerman (2009)
	37 scientists wrote emails to M.K. Zimmerman stating that the Sun and Oceans are Main Drivers of Climate Change
	Slide Number 28
	1 Million Geoscientists agree we are in the Meghalayan Age.�Anthropocene? Not so much.
	Back to the “Climate Misinformation: are you immune?” story and the Ozone Layer
	Why is a scientist being exploited to push ‘climate solutions’ that are not solutions at all?
	Mining for “Critical Minerals”for Wind and Solar Needs Oil, Gas and Coal !
	The 1.5 °C goal is a POLITICAL, not a scientific target.�Young people have been misled and terrified by CBC.�Who are these people?
	The sleep of reason produces monsters.� 
	China emits in one month what Canada emits in a year and a half.
	Slide Number 36
	In what country would a high carbon tax be most damaging to the economy?
	Is there another reason CBC chose to mock Joanne Nova?�Perhaps.�Or maybe I’m just wearing a tinfoil hat.
	Slide Number 39
	Slide Number 40
	Now back to CBC’s ”Climate Misinformation: are you immune?” 
	FINALLY, at 3:39 CBC mentions “Fault Lines” – a recent Canadian report. �So that’s what it is about! Why didn’t she say so?
	A Normal News Report �Goes like this…
	Slide Number 44
	Slide Number 45
	Slide Number 46
	Slide Number 47
	Slide Number 48
	Slide Number 49
	Type Two Scientific Misconduct – Cabbolet (2013)
	CBC also delegitimizes a distinguished scientist�Prof. Howard “Cork” Hayden. �Again, they don’t mention his name or qualifications.
	‘Cork’ Hayden: “I wouldn’t see anything wrong with 2,000 ppm CO2.”
	Prof. Hayden challenges the IPCC – Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change – with a Scientific Challenge
	Seems like “Fault Lines” is also a kind of teaching tool, and this odd CBC story by Jaela Bernstien a model for others… narrative storytelling, rather than reporting.
	Many thanks to John Robson at Climate Discussion Nexus for the Heads-up on “Fault Lines.” He compares the report to the Babylon Bee. �He’s also sad that his CDN was left out.
	There was a time when CBC did cover dissenting views.�2004. “Doomsday Called Off.”
	Many thanks to Norm Kalmanovitch, P. Geoph. 
	It is concerning that CBC has appointed itself judge and jury on content, telling social media companies to take down content. We are being censored. More so than in the past.
	Was the “Fault Lines” report meant to be justification to social media platforms for Canadian government censorship under Bill C-11 and potentially Bill C-36?��If so, the report does not meet the standard for scientific quality in any way, shape or form.��“And the solution couldn’t be more patronizing if the report were Babylon Bee satire…”� - John Robson on “Fault Lines”
	Study important problems�Build on prior knowledge�Provide full disclosure�Use objective designs�Use valid and reliable data�Use valid simple methods�Use experimental evidence�Draw logical conclusions
	If CBC had done a real report, they would have noted that subverting science academies for political ends is historically known as “Lysenkoism.”
	Mao Zedong adopted Lysenko’s methods.�~36 million died in China. Cancel Culture made it all possible.
	Good News You Will Not See on CBC
	Slide Number 64
	Slide Number 65
	Slide Number 66
	Slide Number 67
	Friends of Science Society stands for open, civil debate and full cost-benefit analysis on climate and energy policies.
	We’re Celebrating our 21st Year of Operation!
	Slide Number 70

