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The Insidious Ploy Known As Science Literacy 

Towqir Aziz  

Within the last few years, there has been an insidious political force working to 

destabilize our nation and corrupt our youth. The Left has been pushing a narrative that 

Americans are stupid, ignorant, and incompetent. This view, which began in the ivory towers of 

academia, has since pervaded the media, which is reflected in the rise of “fake news”.  

The push for science literacy is not useful, and on the contrary, it is a dangerous political 

tool, effectively disguised as “impartial” or “bipartisan”. Science literacy is  a term used to bully 

people into accepting what’s accepted in mainstream scientific consensus, which can and has 

been wrong many times in the past. Luckily for us, there are still experts who are crusaders for 

the truth and won’t be pushed around so easily.  

Rather than being formed by reason and logic, scientific consensus is formed by “general 

agreement” of the select scientists on the chosen topics being championed. Consider the March 

for Science earlier this year. It was a transparent attempt to pressure our President and climate 

change skeptics into acceding to their political goals.  

Climate change is an excellent example of scientific consensus that's all hype and no 

substance. As one of the Trump administration’s EPA transition members, a noted 

biostatistician, Steven Milloy, has eloquently stated, global warming “is not based on “actual 

temperature measurements and greenhouse physics – rather it comes from man-made computer 

models relying on myriad assumptions and guesswork.” Additionally, he questioned the true 

impact that humans could have, even if any of these assumptions were correct, arguing that the 

“doubling of atmospheric CO2 from pre-Industrial Revolution days might increase global 

temperature from between 0.5 degrees Centigrade to 1.5 degrees Centigrade – that is, not much.”  

Experts like Milloy are incredibly valuable as they provide us with a means to think 

critically about topics that the political and institutional elite would have us just accept as truth. It 

is important to understand that the other side is fighting dirty, trying to silence critics, when the 

consensus has been wrong many times before. Examples of this abound, from flip-flopping over 

the health risk of cholesterol , to the huge waste of resources that was Y2K.  

Milloy, the founder of JunkScience.com,  has defiantly and vociferously fought against 

the idea that Americans are inept at critical thinking skills, and has courageously advocated for 
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us for nearly 20 years. From his experience, he authoritatively stated that “Virtually every 

environmental policy I've seen since the early 1990s has been basically politics and not science.” 

What Americans need to realize is that this is what our kids are being taught in their 

schools and universities. This is what is causing our societal demise, as hard-earned American 

money is being spent, through taxes or through tuition, to fund spurious drivel.  It is time for us 

to take a stand, and to speak out against this elitist bullying corrupting our society. It is time for 

us to return to logic, and reason. It is time for us to stop parroting whatever Neil deGrasse Tyson 

is yelling, and instead voice our opinions formed with our critical thinking skills.  

You are not alone. There are over 31,000 highly- respected scientists who have signed a 

petition rejecting the “consensus” regarding global warming. The left has tried to stifle our 

freedom and our nation's economic progress to win a political battle, but we are not the cattle 

they perceived us to be. Truth and justice will prevail. We can see it already, as some of those 

deluded by our dysfunctional education system have found the light, as publications including 

the Condé Nast owned New Yorker, the left-leaning Atlantic, and even the failing New York 

Times have started to report the flaws in what is “generally accepted” or “widely held” by those 

who consider themselves the “scientific consensus”.  Heck, even Buzzfeed has published articles 

about how science has been overturned and debunked!  

Thankfully, the EPA has begun repealing some of the Obama administration’s meddling, 

in a reassuring return to truth and fact, rather than assumptions or a reliance on flawed computer 

model guesses. There is hope, then, that reason and logic will be restored, and that our Nation’s 

policymakers are not relying on the narratives that the media push or what academic elites are 

attempting to shove down our throat. Instead, policymakers are turning to facts. In this unsure 

day and age, we would be well-advised to follow their lead. 
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Scientific Literacy: Being Able to Think for Yourself 

Towqir Aziz  

The Environmental Protection Agency has recently proposed a repeal of the Obama 

administration’s Clean Power Plan, which some are unfortunately hailing as a milestone. Steven 

Milloy, a lobbyist, was featured in a Wall Street Journal op-ed piece, where he crowed “No 

Republican administration has ever mustered the courage to roll back a major EPA regulation” 

chalking up a political win. In reality, however Milloy is misleading his audience, which 

highlights the necessity for the general public to be scientifically literate— not just knowing 

science facts, but understanding the nature of science, how it works, and its role in society. 

Milloy is just one of many examples of the biased or even downright fraudulent “experts” 

that many climate change denialists rely on. As they are ought to, he  presents himself as an 

impartial, third-party scientific expert, which he isn’t. Milloy is a lobbyist with working for the 

tobacco industry and Big Oil  as a public relations writer, according to The Center for 

Responsive Politics.  In fact, junkscience.com, Milloy’s website, was founded and funded as a 

public relations effort by Phillip Morris, and Milloy was on the company’s payroll until at least 

2005. He is manipulating the American public by sowing the seeds of doubt and making them 

question science and reason.  

Milloy attempted this by dismissing multiple peer-reviewed, scientifically sound studies 

conducted by reputable scientists and reported in trustworthy journals that clearly show that a 

type of air pollution, known as PM 2.5, is harmful to human health, while providing no support 

to his own claim. The sources he attacked are not partisan or political groups, rather they include 

the  likes of the Journal of the American Medical Association and the World Health 

Organization.  

This is a common tactic by science and climate change denialists, trying to claim that 

these organizations are wrong, and that they are attempting to nefariously manipulate the masses. 

This is absurd. Science is not a monolith. Scientists are people, coming from disparate 

backgrounds and varying political beliefs. Among this diaspora, recent studies have shown 

overwhelming proof that climate change is real. Skeptics point to online petitions showing that 
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perhaps this consensus isn’t real. However, this petition was soundly debunked in a 2005 paper 

from the University of Colorado, which found it contained a multitude of fictional names.  

I am not asking you to just accept scientific consensus. I am asking you to be vigilant 

about so-called ‘experts,’ and to consider their background and vested interests. I am imploring 

you to ensure you are scientifically literate. This means understanding the process of how 

science occurs, and how we can be assured it is done correctly. Scientific literacy is the valuable 

skill of being able to think for one’s-self, not relying on others to convey their interpretations, but 

instead being able to form your own. Science literacy is important to everyone in this day and 

age, because just as being able to read allows one the freedom to learn independently, so does 

scientific literacy.  
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