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From:  P.D. Jones, Director, CRU
To:  Warwick Hughes, Climatologist, Australia 
February 21, 2005

We have 25 years or so invested in the work.  Why 
should I make the data available to you, when your 
aim is to try and find something wrong with it?aim is to try and find something wrong with it?
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should I make the data available to you, when your 
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From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: "Michael E. Mann" <mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
Subject: Re: For your eyes only
Date: Thu Feb 3 13:11:46 2005

Mike,
I presume congratulations are in order - so congrats etc !
Just sent loads of station data to Scott. Make sure he documents everything better
this time ! And don't leave stuff lying around on ftp sites - you never know who is
trawling them. The two MMs have been after the CRU station data fo r years. If they ever hear
there is a Freedom of Information Act now in the UK , I think I'll delete the file rather than
send to anyone. Does your similar act in the US force you to respond to enquiries within
20 days? - our does ! The UK works on precedents, so the first request will test it.
We also have a data protection act, which I will hide behind. Tom Wigley has sent me a worried

Avoiding Distributing Crucial Data

We also have a data protection act, which I will hide behind. Tom Wigley has sent me a worried
email when he heard about it - thought people could ask him for his model code. He
has retired officially from UEA so he can hide behind that. IPR should be relevant
here, but I can see me getting into an argument with someone at UEA who'll say we must adhere to it !
Are you planning a complete reworking of your paleo series? Like to be involved if you are.
Had a quick look at Ch 6 on paleo of AR4. The MWP side bar references Briffa, Bradley,
Mann, Jones, Crowley, Hughes, Diaz - oh and Lamb ! Looks OK, but I can't see it
getting past all the stages in its present form. MM and SB get dismissed. All the
right emphasis is there, but the wording on occasions will be crucial. I expect this to be
the main contentious issue in AR4. I expect (hope) that the MSU one will fade away. It
seems the more the CCSP (the thing Tom Karl is organizing) looks into Christy and Spencer's
series, the more problems/issues they are finding. I might be on the NRC review panel,
so will keep you informed.
Rob van Dorland is an LA on the Radiative Forcing chapter, so he's a paleo expert
by GRL statndards.
Cheers
Phil
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Avoiding Distributing Crucial Data

From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx
Subject: Fwd: CCNet: PRESSURE GROWING ON CONTROVERSIAL RESEARCHER TO DISCLOSE SECRET DATA
Date: Mon Feb 21 16:28:32 2005
Cc: "raymond s. bradley" <rbradley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, "Malcolm Hughes" <mhughes@xxxxxxxxx.xxx> 

Mike, Ray and Malcolm,
The skeptics seem to be building up a head of steam here ! Maybe we can use
this to our advantage to get the series updated !
Odd idea to update the proxies with satellite estimates of the lower troposphereOdd idea to update the proxies with satellite estimates of the lower troposphere
rather than surface data !. Odder still that they don't realise that Moberg et al used the
Jones and Moberg updated series !
Francis Zwiers is till onside. He said that PC1s produce hockey sticks. He stressed
that the late 20th century is the warmest of the millennium, but Regaldo didn't bother
with that. Also ignored Francis' comment about all the other series looking similar
to MBH.
The IPCC comes in for a lot of stick.
Leave it to you to delete as appropriate !
Cheers
Phil
PS I'm getting hassled by a couple of people to rel ease the CRU station temperature data.
Don't any of you three tell anybody that the UK has  a Freedom of Information Act !
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From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: santer1@xxxxxxxxx.xxx, Tom Wigley <wigley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
Subject: Re: Schles suggestion
Date: Wed Dec 3 13:57:09 2008
Cc: mann <mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, Gavin Schmidt <gschmidt@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, Karl Taylor <taylor13@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, peter 
gleckler <gleckler1@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>

Ben,
When the FOI requests began here, the FOI person said we had to abide
by the requests. It took a couple of half hour sessions - one at a screen, to convince
them otherwise showing them what CA was all about. Once they became aware of the types of people we were
dealing with, everyone at UEA (in the registry and in the Environmental Sciences school
- the head of school and a few others) became very supportive. I've got to know the FOI
person quite well and the Chief Librarian - who deals with appeals. The VC is also
aware of what is going on - at least for one of the requests, but probably doesn't know

Deleting Emails

aware of what is going on - at least for one of the requests, but probably doesn't know
the number we're dealing with. We are in double figures.

…

The inadvertent email I sent last month has led to a Data Protection Act request sent by
a certain Canadian, saying that the email maligned his scientific credibility with his
peers!

If he pays 10 pounds (which he hasn't yet) I am sup posed to go through my emails
and he can get anything I've written about him. Abo ut 2 months ago I deleted loads of
emails, so have very little - if anything at all.

…

Cheers
Phil
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From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: "Michael E. Mann" <mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
Subject: HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
Date: Thu Jul 8 16:30:16 2004

Mike,

Only have it in the pdf form. FYI ONLY - don't pass on. Relevant paras are the last 2 in section 4 on p13. As I said it 
is worded carefully due to Adrian knowing Eugenia for years. He knows the're wrong, but he succumbed to her 
almost pleading with him to tone it down as it might affect her proposals in the future !

I didn't say any of this, so be careful how you use it - if at all. Keep quiet also that you have the pdf.

Keeping papers out of the IPCC

The attachment is a very good paper - I've been pushing Adrian over the last weeks to get it submitted to JGR or J. 
Climate. The main results are great for CRU and also for ERA
enough surface and sonde obs into a model to produce Reanalyses. The jumps when the data input change stand 
out so clearly. NCEP does many odd things also around sea ice and over snow and ice.

The other paper by MM is just garbage - as you knew. De Freitas again. Pielke is also losing all credibility as well 
by replying to the mad Finn as well - frequently as I see it.

I can't see either of these papers being in the nex t IPCC report. Kevin and I will keep them out someh ow 
even if we have to redefine what the peer- review literature is !

Cheers
Phil

don't pass on. Relevant paras are the last 2 in section 4 on p13. As I said it 
is worded carefully due to Adrian knowing Eugenia for years. He knows the're wrong, but he succumbed to her 
almost pleading with him to tone it down as it might affect her proposals in the future !

if at all. Keep quiet also that you have the pdf.

Keeping papers out of the IPCC

I've been pushing Adrian over the last weeks to get it submitted to JGR or J. 
Climate. The main results are great for CRU and also for ERA-40. The basic message is clear - you have to put 
enough surface and sonde obs into a model to produce Reanalyses. The jumps when the data input change stand 
out so clearly. NCEP does many odd things also around sea ice and over snow and ice.

as you knew. De Freitas again. Pielke is also losing all credibility as well 

I can't see either of these papers being in the nex t IPCC report. Kevin and I will keep them out someh ow -
review literature is !



Threatening/Intimidating Journals

From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: rbradley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,mhughes@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,srutherford@xxxxxxxxx.xxx, "Michael E. Mann" 
<mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>,tcrowley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx
Subject: Fwd: Soon & Baliunas
Date: Tue, 11 Mar 2003 08:49:22 +0000
Cc: k.briffa@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,jto@u.arizona.edu,drdendro@xxxxxxxxx.xxx, keith.alverson@xxxxxxxxx.xxx

Dear All,

I looked briefly at the paper last night and it is appalling 
pepper appearing on the email! pepper appearing on the email! 

…

Writing this I am becoming more convinced we should do something 
for all what we mean by the LIA and MWP. I think the  skeptics will use this paper to their own ends and it 
will set paleo back a number of years  if it goes unchallenged.

I will be emailing the journal to tell them I'm hav ing nothing more  to do with it until they rid 
themselves of this troublesome editor. A CRU person is on the  editorial board, but papers get dealt with 
by the editor assigned by Hans von Storch.

Cheers
Phil

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

To: rbradley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,mhughes@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,srutherford@xxxxxxxxx.xxx, "Michael E. Mann" 

Cc: k.briffa@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,jto@u.arizona.edu,drdendro@xxxxxxxxx.xxx, keith.alverson@xxxxxxxxx.xxx

I looked briefly at the paper last night and it is appalling - worst  word I can think of today without the mood 

Writing this I am becoming more convinced we should do something - even if this is just to state once and 
for all what we mean by the LIA and MWP. I think the  skeptics will use this paper to their own ends and it 
will set paleo back a number of years  if it goes unchallenged.

I will be emailing the journal to tell them I'm hav ing nothing more  to do with it until they rid 
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From: Tom Wigley <wigley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: Timothy Carter <tim.carter@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
Subject: Re: Java climate model
Date: Thu, 24 Apr 2003 09:17:29 -0600
Cc: Mike Hulme <m.hulme@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>

PS Re CR, I do not know the best way to handle the specifics of the editoring. Hans von Storch is partly to 
blame -- he encourages the publication of crap science 'in order to stimulate debate'. 
direct to the publishers and point out the fact tha t their journal is perceived as being a medium for 

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

direct to the publishers and point out the fact tha t their journal is perceived as being a medium for 
disseminating misinformation under the guise of ref ereed work. I use the word 'perceived' here, since 
whether it is true or not is not what the publisher s care about 
community that counts.

I think we could get a large group of highly credentialed scientists to sign such a letter 

Note that I am copying this view only to Mike Hulme and Phil Jones. Mike's idea to get editorial board members 
to resign will probably not work -- must get rid of von Storch too
people like Legates, Balling, Lindzen, Michaels, Singer, etc. I have heard that the publishers are not happy with 
von Storch, so the above approach might remove that hurdle too.
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PS Re CR, I do not know the best way to handle the specifics of the editoring. Hans von Storch is partly to 
he encourages the publication of crap science 'in order to stimulate debate'. One approach is to go 

direct to the publishers and point out the fact tha t their journal is perceived as being a medium for 

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

direct to the publishers and point out the fact tha t their journal is perceived as being a medium for 
disseminating misinformation under the guise of ref ereed work. I use the word 'perceived' here, since 
whether it is true or not is not what the publisher s care about -- it is how the journal is seen by the 

I think we could get a large group of highly credentialed scientists to sign such a letter -- 50+ people.

Note that I am copying this view only to Mike Hulme and Phil Jones. Mike's idea to get editorial board members 
must get rid of von Storch too , otherwise holes will eventually fill up with 

people like Legates, Balling, Lindzen, Michaels, Singer, etc. I have heard that the publishers are not happy with 
von Storch, so the above approach might remove that hurdle too.



At 07:51 04/07/03 -0600, Tom Wigley wrote:

Mike (Mann),

I agree that Kinne seems like he could be a deFreit as clone. However, what would be our 
legal position if we were to openly and extensively  tell people to avoid the journal?

Tom.

>__________________________________

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

>__________________________________
>

>Michael E. Mann wrote:
>Thanks Mike
>It seems to me that this "Kinne" character's words  are disingenuous, and
>he probably supports what De Freitas is trying to do. It seems clear we
>have to go above him.
>I think that the community should, as Mike H has p reviously suggested in
>this eventuality, terminate its involvement with t his journal at all
>levels-- reviewing, editing, and submitting, and leave it to  wither way
>into oblivion and disrepute,
>Thanks,
>mike

I agree that Kinne seems like he could be a deFreit as clone. However, what would be our 
legal position if we were to openly and extensively  tell people to avoid the journal?

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

>It seems to me that this "Kinne" character's words  are disingenuous, and
>he probably supports what De Freitas is trying to do. It seems clear we

>I think that the community should, as Mike H has p reviously suggested in
>this eventuality, terminate its involvement with t his journal at all

reviewing, editing, and submitting, and leave it to  wither way



Michael E. Mann wrote:

Dear All,

Just a heads up. Apparently, the contrarians now ha ve an "in" with GRL. This guy Saiers has a prior 
connection w/ the University of Virginia Dept. of E nvironmental Sciences that causes me some unease.

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

connection w/ the University of Virginia Dept. of E nvironmental Sciences that causes me some unease.

I think we now know how the various Douglass et al papers w/ Michaels and Singer, the Soon et al paper , 
and now this one have gotten published in GRL,

Mike

(Continued…)
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At 04:30 PM 1/20/2005, Tom Wigley wrote:

Mike,

This is truly awful. GRL has gone downhill rapidly in recent years.

I think the decline began before Saiers. I have had some unhelpful dealings with him recently with regard to a 
paper Sarah and I have on glaciers -- it was well received by the referees, and so is in the publication pipeline. 
However, I got the impression that Saiers was trying to keep it from being published.

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

Proving bad behavior here is very difficult. If you think that Saiers is in the greenhouse skept ics camp, then, if 
we can find documentary evidence of this, we could go through official AGU channels to get him ousted.
Even this would be difficult.

How different is the GRL paper from the Nature paper? Did the authors counter any of the criticisms? My 
experience with Douglass is that the identical (bar format changes) paper to one previously rejected was submitted 
to GRL.

Tom.

(Continued…)
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(Continued…)



"Michael E. Mann" <mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>:

Thanks Tom,

Yeah, basically this is just a heads up to people that something might be up here. 
It's one thing to lose "Climate Research". We can't  afford to lose GRL. I think it would be  useful if  people 
begin to record their experiences w/ both Saiers an d potentially Mackwell (I don't know him
to be  complicit w/ what is going on here). 

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

If there is a clear body of evidence that something  is amiss, it could be taken through the proper cha nnels. I 
don't that the entire AGU hierarchy has yet been co mpromised!

The GRL article simply parrots the rejected Nature comment

Will keep you all posted of any relevant developments,

mike

(Continued…)

Yeah, basically this is just a heads up to people that something might be up here. What a shame that would be. 
It's one thing to lose "Climate Research". We can't  afford to lose GRL. I think it would be  useful if  people 
begin to record their experiences w/ both Saiers an d potentially Mackwell (I don't know him --he would seem 
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If there is a clear body of evidence that something  is amiss, it could be taken through the proper cha nnels. I 
don't that the entire AGU hierarchy has yet been co mpromised!

The GRL article simply parrots the rejected Nature comment—little substantial difference that I can see at all.

(Continued…)



Michael E. Mann wrote:

Hi Malcolm,

This assumes that the editor/s in question would act in good faith. I'm not convinced of this.

I don't believe a response in GRL is warranted in any case. The MM claims in question are debunked in other 
papers that are in press and in review elsewhere. I'm not sure that GRL can be seen as an honest brok er in 

Threatening/Intimidating Journals

papers that are in press and in review elsewhere. I'm not sure that GRL can be seen as an honest brok er in 
these debates anymore, and it is probably best to d o an end run around GRL now where possible.
have published far too many deeply flawed contrarian papers in the past year or so. There is no possible excuse for 
them publishing all 3 Douglass papers and the Soon et al paper. These were all pure crap.

There appears to be a more fundamental problem w/ GRL now, unfortunately...

Mike
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There appears to be a more fundamental problem w/ GRL now, unfortunately...



Ben Santer to Phil Jones
10/9/2009

Next time I see Pat Michaels at a scientific meeting, I'll 
be tempted to beat the crap out of him. Very tempted.
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