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https://aps.org/programs/science-trust.cfm
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https://crankyuncle.com/a-history-of-flicc-the-5-techniques-of-science-denial/
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https://crankyuncle.com/a-history-of-flicc-the-5-techniques-of-science-denial/
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Computer-assisted classification
of contrarian claims about climate
Change
www.nature.com/articles/s41598-021-01714-4

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-01714-4


FLICC 6



Fake: “Science . . . Is sufficiently 
complicated that no one person can 
gain expertise in every area of 
science . . . also includes mistaking 
scientists’ arguing with each other 
over the interpretation of a particular 
data point or a particular modeling 
result to mean that there is ‘debate’ 
in the scientific community over the 
reality of human-caused global 
warming and climate change when, 
in fact, there is no debate.”
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Logical fallacy: “Climate has been 
undergoing cycles of change 
throughout Earth’s history, so the 
current period of warming is natural 
and not human caused . . . Includes 
ad hominem arguments, attacks 
against the person presenting the 
evidence . . . rather than addressing 
the evidence . . . raising a ‘red 
herring by deliberately diverting 
attention to an irrelevant fact to 
distract (e.g., CO2 is “plant food” and 
it’s *only* 425 parts per million.)
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Impossible expectations: “Skeptics 
demand unrealistic standards of 
certainty. Science does depend on a 
process of skeptical inquiry and no 
scientist will assert a scientific fact 
with absolute certainty. Science, 
however, does not need absolute 
certainty to advance understanding. 
This is very difficult for non-scientists 
to understand or accept.” 
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Cherry-picking: “Here, the climate 
change denier will pick out the one 
bit of information that supports the 
preconceived bias or relate an 
anecdotal story instead of relying on 
good arguments or compelling 
evidence.”
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Conspiracy theory: “The most 
pernicious . . . claims, without evidence, 
that climate scientists and everyone 
else who advocates for action to 
mitigate the deleterious effects of 
climate change are cooperating with 
each other with nefarious intent to act 
against the public good or destroy the 
economy or our way of life . . . attempts 
to present evidence that the conspiracy 
is false are taken by the conspirators as 
further evidence of the conspiracy . . . 
Just look for the word ‘hoax.’ The Sept. 
20 op-ed contains this word no fewer 
than eight times. This alone disqualifies 
it as a credible source of climate 
change information.
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eavi.eu/beyond-fake-news-10-types-misleading-info/
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