
 

PHIL*2070, 2017 

Reflection question 3 

Due by the end of the day on Tuesday, February 28th 

The sorry state of public debates over climate change 

In this section of the course we will focus not on the phenomenon of climate change, but rather on how 

people tend to argue about it. We will begin by looking at an editorial written by a self proclaimed 

“environmentalist” named Lawrence Solomon. His piece was published last week in a major Canadian 

newspaper and I am selecting it only because it is fairly typical of a certain popular point of view. It 

argues that the new political regime in the United States will finally make it safe for whistleblowers to 

expose the fraudulent practices of climate scientists. Yes, that’s right. The article claims that climate 

change science is a fraud and therefore untrustworthy. Now, must students will probably roll their eyes 

in response to that sort of claim (hard not too). But I want to think critically about what is going on here. 

There is a segment of the population that rolls their eyes every time that someone cites climate change 

as a legitimate threat.  

 One of the things I want to consider in this course is whether there is any room for rational 

debate over this issue. Is this just a case of conflicting interests are making up “alternative facts”? Or, is 

one side obvious right in all of its claims? If so, how can we be so sure? Or, is there some way that we as 

consumers of media can step back and navigate this issue and others like it?   

 A good place to begin is with an example. You can read the article by Solomon here. Please 

answer the following questions briefly.  

 

Questions 

1) What reasons are presented to the reader for thinking that climate change science is 

fraudulent?  

 

 

2)  Solomon seems to assume that our trust in a scientific result should be based on the number of 

scientists who endorse it. Yet he also seems to think that scientists endorse certain claims for 

the wrong reasons. Please take a moment to reflect on the criterion you tend rely on to decide 

whether a scientific claim is trustworthy. What is your criterion? How reliable is it?   

  

http://biophilosophy.ca/Teaching/2070materials/solomon-climate-fraud.pdf

