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Integrity: the quality of being honest
Research integrity
Fabrication, falsification, plagiarism

Integrity in Journalism reporting on
research results



Retractions in the Scientific Literature: do authors deliberately commit

research fraud?
G. Steen, ] Med Ethics, 2010




Asiajaresponde por
um terco dos erros
graves na ciéncia

Estudo mostra padroes de fraude em artigo
cientifico; Brasil &€ 20° do ranking mundial

REINALDO JosE LOPES
EDITOR DE CIENCTA

Talvez seja um tanto mal-
doso colocar a coisa nestes
termos, mas ha sinais de que
o fendmeno Xing Ling tam-
bém invadiu o mundo das
publicacdes cientificas.

Isso porque, de acordo
com um novo levantamento,
cerca de um terco dos artigos
cientificos que passaram por
retratacoes —ou seja, foram
“despublicados” por erros
graves ou mesmo fraudes—
vieram da Asia, com desta-
gue para paises como China,
Coreia do Sul e India.

A pesquisa, publicada no
periodico “Journal of Medi-
cal Ethics”, é um levanta-
mento do neurofisidlogo
americano Grant Steen, da
empresa Medical Communi-
cations Consultants.

Ele vasculhou uma das
principais bases de dados de
artigos cientificos na inter-
net, o PubMed, que abriga
publicacées na area biomé-
dica, em busca de todas as
pesquisas “retratadas” entre
2000 e 2010 —um total de 788
estudos, escritos em inglés,
mas oriundos de todas as

As principais nocoes do
Extremo Oriente, somadas,
chegam perto de empatar
com os EUA em termos de ar-
tigns “despublicados™: 237
contra 260, (Em nimeros ah-
solutos, porém, os EUA tém
cerca de cinco vezes mais es-
tudos no PubMed.)

“Nao examinei diretamen-
te essa questao de taxa de pu-
blicacao versus taxa de retra-
tacdo, mas creio que ha uma
correlacao, embora ela possa
ser bastante fraca”, disse
Steen a Folha. Segundo ele,
0 Brasil se sai relativamente
bem no ranking, com sb cin-
coartigos “retratados™ no pe-
riodo —nenhum por fraude.

A pesquisa mostrou outros
padroes interessantes envol-
vendo fraudes cientificas. Es-
tudos fraudulentos miram,
em geral, revistas cientificas
de alto impacto em seu meio,
o gue acaba sendo natural:
riscos altos, retornos idem.

E as distorcdes nao costu-
mam ser isoladas, Quem
adultera um estudo em geral
faz issocom varios,

Folha de Sao Paulo,
5 dez 2010

ACCORDING TO THE AUTHOR BRAZIL
WENT RELATIVELY WELL AT THE RANKING:
ONLY 5 ARTICLES “RETRACTED” FROM

2000 TO 2010

BRAZIL IS THE 20™ COUNTRY AT THE GLOBAL RANK
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fRe ibility” and Principles
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Ethics of Responsi
“In depth, its not different from what Max Weber said in the famous lecture on Politics as
a Vocation, in which he start s to describe the difference between the ethics of
responsibility and the ethics of ultimate ends. In fact, many times, the politicians, in order
to be responsible, has to be silent. They should not lie, but maybe they may not speak,
because if they do, this will lead to a third party will act, and at the end, it may not allow
what they desire — which is aligned with their conscience, with their values and maybe
with the good —may find obstacles.
The conducts are different. The scientist proclaims the truth immediately. The politician
needs to be conscious of the consequences of their actions. And the consequences of
their actions and the actions provoked by what he said or did not say, because he is
responsible for the actions of the third parties as well. He ends up having to assume the
responsibility which is not morally chargeable, but politically he is responsible, even
though he has not participate or wished that happened. But, if he, many times, proclaims
what he wants before the time to do it, he does not reach an end.”
Fernando Henrique Cardoso, 1995.

ETHICS OF PRINCIPLES OR CONVICTIONS: ABSOLUTE, NOT NEGOTIABLE - SCIENTIST
X

ETHICS OF RESPONSIBILITY : MUST TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THE CONSEQUENCES OF THE
ACTION S -POLITICIANS.
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corpo d'dgua mdximo

Geral
Método

Final

S0 Joseé dos
Campos/SP

Classe Area (m2)

Limite Municipal SJC 1,099,996,296.13
Corpo Dagua ordem1-2 0.00
Corpo Dagua ordem3 0.00
Corpo Dagua ordem4-5 5453659.60
Corpo Dagua ordem6-7 12193008.27
APP_ordem1-2(buffer 15m) 37648575.00
APP_ordem3(buffer 30m) 10712700.00
APP_ordem4-5(buffer 50m) 10807279.68
APP_ordem6-7(buffer 100m) 11666979.03
APP Riparia 68603685.11

APP Ripéria reduzida em 50% 34301842.56

A case of Research Misconduct: falsification
Calculation of Riparian Areas in the Forest Act

Area (km2)
1100.00
0.00
0.00
5.45
1219
37.65
10.71
10.81
11.67
68.60

%
100.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.50%
1.11%
3.42%
0.97%

0.98%
1.06%

i |ii %

o,



APP ripariana Buffer de 500 m,
Embrapa researcher used a large buffer to D renag em d a A NA

Increase the area of protected riparian vegetation

Classe Area (m2) Area (km2) %
Geral Limite Municipal SIC 1,099,996,296.13 1100.00 100.00%
Método Corpo d’dgua ANA 0.00 0.00 0.00%

APP_Todas Ordens (buffer 500m) 238124400.00 238.12 21.68%
Final APP Ripaéria 238124400.00 238.12 21.68%

Séao José dos
Campos/SP




Background on
[PCC AR4 2007 x the media

“Glaciergate”
“Climategate” f
f i
IPCC Report @ 2 &5
SE 28
T W o
|
o ©
5 $3
Q(\ éoe) 0‘0
(LQ 4@ :b,Q \Q



Amazongate’

The sentence which
started the troube...



[PCC AR4 2007 Chapter 13 Latin America*

Up to 40% of the Amazonian
forests could react drastically to
even a slight reduction in
precipitation; this means that the
tropical vegetation, hydrology and
climate system in South America
could change very rapidly to another
steady state, not necessarily
producing gradual changes between
the current and the future situation
(Rowell and Moore, 2000). It is more
probable that forests will be
replaced by ecosystems that have
more resistance to multiple stresses
caused by temperature increase,
droughts and fires, such as tropical
savannas.

Chapter 13
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(for example: Walton,
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*Magrin, G., C. Gay Garcia, D. Cruz Choque, J.C.
Giménez, A.R. Moreno, G.J. Nagy, C. Nobre and A.
Villamizar, 2007.

Tropical plant species may bg s
climate, since biological syste: 2
rapid changes of climate. This
species diversity. Based on Hag
General Circulation Model (
emissions scenarios, there is the]

of 138 tree species of the central Brazil savannas (Cerrados) by
2050 for a projected increase of 2°C in surface temperature
(Siqueira and Peterson, 2003; Thomas et al., 2004). By the end
of the century,43% of 69 tree plant species studied could become
extinct in Amazonia (Miles et al., 2004). In terms of species and
biome redistributions, larger impacts would occur over north-east
Amazonia than over western Amazonia. Several AOGCM
scenarios indicate a tendency towards ‘savannisation’ of eastern
Amazonia (Nobre et al., 2005) and the tropical forests of central
and south Mexico (Peterson et al., 2002; Arriaga and Gomez,
2004). In north-east Brazil the semi-arid vegetation would be
replaced by the vegetation of arid regions (Nobre et al.,2005), as

Up to 40% of the Amazonian forests could react drastically to
even a slight reduction in precipitation; this means that the
tropical vegetation, hydrology and climate system in South
America could change very rapidly to another steady state, not
necessarily producing gradual changes between the current and
the future situation (Rowell and Moore, 2000). It is more
probable that forests will be replaced by ecosystems that have
more resistance to multiple stresses caused by temperature

evelonment Gaals on
o -

increase, droughts and fires, such as tropical savannas.
i X . X

processes (Scholze et al., 2005) considers the distribution of
outcomes within three sets of model runs grouped according to
the amount of global warming they simulate: <2°C, 2-3°C and
>3°C. A high risk of forest loss is shown for Central America
and Amazonia. ia_more lnpff




How it all started: WWF Report 2000

FIRE IN THE AMAZON

letters to nature

Why are the
You might ha
drought the r|
verdant. This|
the surpnsing|
of trees and
region. It's e
difficult for th
dense shade

Global Review
of Forest Fires

The Wou Carsorvtien Skan

“Probably 30 to 40% of the forests of the
Brazilian Amazon are sensitive to small
reductions in the amount of

Prepared by
Andy Rowell & Dr. Peter F. Moore

However,
continues,

sunlight to

the ground Figure B)
The leaves, s and
branches on ground
dry out from)| heat of
the sun, an e drought

is strong en:

jure C).
Probably 30 to 40% of
the forests of the brazilian
Amazon are sensitive to
small reductions in the
amount of rainfall. With an
\pcrease in the frequenc
tensity of El Nif
eventsy . e
more and more common for
forests to dry out
sufficiently that they
become flammable.

The second factor
other than drought that
contributes to the

. Plant available
Dry soil = Flammable Forest water in soil

.‘2!.;: il e pen
Instituto de Pesquisa
Ambiental da Amazonia
(IPAM), 1999

become combustible.

dy i, Newwe 93 435

rainfall”

Human uses of tropical forests vary greatly in their ecological
impacts. Ranchers and farmers ‘deforest’ land in preparation for
cattle pasture and crops by dear-cutting and buming patches of
forest. Loggers do not clear-cut and burn, but perforate forests by
harvesting or damaging many trees. Rubber tapping and similar
activities use the forest at very low intensity through the harvest of
animals, fruits, ltex and other “non-timber products™"!
Deforestation by ranchers and farmers has a greater effect on
forest carbon content, forest hydrology, and the diversity of native
plant and animal species than other forest uses'** and has become
the main parameter by which human effects on tropical forests are
measured. Part of the appeal of this forest versus non-forest
approach 10 assessing human effects on tropical forests is its
tractability. Forest conversion to agriculture is readily monitored
from space using imagery from the Landsat Thematic Mapper (TM)
satellites, permitting the development of deforestation maps of large
regions at a reasonable cost and speed*’.

This binary approach to the analysis of human effects on tropical

Large-scale impoverishment
of Amazonian forests
by logging and fire

Daniel C. Nepstad'*, Adalberto Verissimo:, Ane Alencarf,
Carlos Nobres, Eirivelthon Lima?, Paul Lefebvre*,

Peter Schlesinger", Christopher Potterl, Paulo Moutinhot,
Elsa Mendoza ' + & Vanessa Brooks!

* Whods Hole Research Center, PO Box 296, Woods Hole, Massachusetts 02543,

Campus do Guamd, UFPa Av
Augusto Corréa SN, Caixa 0, Brazil
& Instiruso do Homem ¢ Meio Ambierse da Amazinia, IMAZON, Caixa Postal
1015, Belém, Pari, CEP 66017-000, Brazil
Pesquisas Espaciais, Caixa Postal 515, S30 José dos

70, Brazil

+tnstinuto de Pesquisa Amb

s lo Acre, Parque Zavbotinico, Rio Beanco, Acre,
CEP 69000, Beazil

Amazonian deforestation rates are used to determine human
o<

forests neglects those forest alterations that reduce tree cover, but do
not eliminate it, such aslogging and surface fires in standing forests.
The forest openings created by logging and accidental surface fires
are visible in Landsat TM images, but they are covered over by
regrowing vegetation within | to 5 years, and are easily misclassified
in the absence of accompanying field data”. Although logging and
forest surface fires usually do not kill all trees, they severely damage
forests. Logging companies in Amazonia kill or damage 10-40% of
the living biomass of forests through the harvest process™™"
Logging also increases forest flammability by reducing forest leaf
canopy coverage by 14-50 '87, allowing sunlight to penetrate
10 the forest floar, where it dries out the organic debris created by

the logging. Fires ignited on agricultural lands can penetrate logged
forests” ™, killing 10-80% of the living biomass"'” and greatly
increasing the vulnerability of these forests to future burning"".
Fires from agricultural lands can also penetrate those undisturbed
forests that have lost portions of their leaf canopies because of severe
seasonal drought'”.

We estimated the area of Brazilian Amazonian forest that is
impoverished cach year through logging by interviewing 1,393
wood mill operators, representing more than half of the mills
located in 75 logging centres (Table 1); these logging centres are
responsible for >90% of Amazonian timber production. In cach
interview, we obtained the mill's harvest records of roundwood (tree
trunks) for 1996 and 1997 and the harvest rate (m’ of timber per ha

= Nepstad et al. 1999 Nature

Up to 40% of the Brazilian forest is extremely sensitive to small reductions in
the amount of rainfall. In the 1998 dry season, some 270,000 sq. km of forest
became vulnerable to fire, due to completely depleted plant-available water stored in
the upper five metres of soil. A further 360,000 sq. km of forest had only 250 mm of

plant available soil water left (Nepstad at al. 1999). = 630,000 km? affected or = 15%
(Global Review of Forest Fires by Andy Rowell and Dr. Peter F. Moore)

Peter Moore is a Forest Fire Management Specialist and Andy Rowell is a writer and Investigative journalists on environmental issues.
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“The IPCC also made false predictions on
the Amazon rain forests, referenced to a
non peer-reviewed paper produced by an
advocacy group working with the WWE.
This time though, the claim made is not
even supported by the report and seems to
be a complete fabrication’.

“Thus, following on from "Glaciergate”,
where the IPCC grossly exaggerated the
effects of global warming on Himalayan
glaciers - backed by a reference to a WWF
report - we now have "Amazongate’,
where the IPCC has grossly exaggerated
the effects of global warming on the
Amazon rain forest.”
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IT'S OUR DEMOCRATIC RIGHT

. The IPCC also made false predictions on

nce Qanagate  Manifesto

sphere: Richard North

And now for Amazongate

& Posted by Richard (B Monday, January 25, 2010
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CAUTION: read with this piece.

Amazon rainforest at risk of ecological

‘catastrophe’

the

Amazon
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though, the claim made is not even sy
fabrication

Thiie fallowina an fram 'Claciorasta whora

pported by the report and seems to be a co

tha TPCC Arnech avannara

mplete

tod tha offarte nf




IPCC Report

]

“Amazongate”
Timeline

The Sunday

Times
“Amazongate”

Blogosphere

'96\

“Glaciergate” T
“Climategate” f v @9
© o
t ! | g BB
. c e o o
S w = S 3 S =
L = o [nd [=%)
X © o =
Q [3) < =
g £ % & S
T W
'
o ©
N
3 . qu ™
46&0% \‘Z’Q\)Z\Q Fa &»&6\“
O g RSN




T TINT AT o o o o .~ J - & SR A
UN climate panel shamed by bogus rainforest
clarm

T 1 - 1 UN climate panel shamed by bogus rainforest claim
Jonathan Leake

Jonathan Leake
J J:T] e TimesOnline
January 31, 2010

J. —/OJO A STARTLING report by the United Nations climate watchdog that global warming

might wipe out 40% of the Amazon rainforest was based on an unsubstantiated

“14 STARTLING report by the United Nations claim by green campaigners who had little scientific expertise.

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) said in its 2007 benchmark

Clima te wda tCthg that glObal Warming report that even a slight change in rainfall could see swathes of the rainforest rapidly
might Wipe out 40% Ofthe Amazon replaced by savanna grassland.

o The source for its claim was a report from WWF, an environmental pressure group.
ralnfo reSt was based on an which was authored by two green activists. They had based their “research” on a
unsu bS tantia ted Claim by green study published in Nature, the science journal, which did not assess rainfall but in
ca mpaigners who had little scientl:fic fact looked at the impact on the forest of human activity such as logging and burning.

This weekend WWF said it was launching an internal inquiry into the study.

d »
expertlse . This is the third time in as many weeks that serious doubts have been raised over

the IPCC's conclusions on climate change. Two weeks ago, after reports in The

yning that climate change was likely to

“The source for its claim was a report from WWF, an aming was also based on ciaims in 2
environmental pressure group, which was authored by two green

.. .« 9 . . well over its claims that climate change
aCthlStS. They had baSCd thelr researCh onda StUdy pUbllShed in y of natural disasters such as hurricanes
Nature, the science journal, which did not assess rainfall but in fact
looked at the impact on the forest of human activity such as logging
and burning. This weekend WWF said it was launching an internal DR A
ianiry intO the Study” en though the fundamental science,

of the IPCC, was fighting to keep his job

emains strong.
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New study debunks myths about Amazon rain forests
They may be more tolerant of droughts than previously thought (Boston

"The way that the WWF report calculated this 40% was totally
wrong, while [the new] calculations are by far more reliable
and correct,” said Dr. Jose Marengo, a Brazilian National Institute
for Space Research climate scientist and member of the IPCC.

11 — Mar -2010 >

rtaffe@bu.edu
= + 617-353-4626 O
Boston University Medical Canter

New study debunks myths about Amazon rain forests
They may be more tolerant of droughts than previousiy thought

(Bostan) -- & new MAsSA-funded study has concluded that Amazan rain forests were remarkably unaffected in the face of once-in-a-century drought in 2005, neither dying nar thriving,
contrary to a previously published report and claims by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.

"Wwe found no big differences in the greenness level of these forests between drought and non-drought years, which suggests that these forests may be more tolerant of droughts than
we previously thought,” said Arindam Samanta, the study's lead author from Boston University

The comprehensive study published in the current issue of the scentific journal Geophysical Research Letters used the latest version of the NASA MODIS satellite data to measure the
greenness of these vast pristine forests over the past decade.

£ study published in the journal Science in 2007 caimed that these forests actually thrive from drought because of more sunshine under cloud-ess skies typical of drought conditions. The
new study found that those results were flawed and not reproducible.

“This new study brings some clarity to our muddled understanding of how these farests, with their rich source of hiodiversity, would fare in the future in the face of twin pressures fram
logging and changing climate," said Boston University Prof. Ranga Myneni, senior author of the new study.

The IPCC is under scrutiny for various data inaccuracies, including its claim - based on a flawed World Wildlife Fund study -- that up to 40% of the Amazonian forests could react drastically
and be replaced by savannas from ewven a slight reduction in rainfall,

”Ou( reau\ta_ Eertainly do not indicate such extreme Egnmtwitv to reductions in rainfall," said Sangram Ganguly, an author on the new study, from the Bay Area Environmental Research

"The way that the WWF report calculated this 40% was totally wrong, while [the new] calculations are by far more reliable and correct,” said Dr. Jose Marengo, a Brazilian National
Institute for Space Research dimate scientist and member of the IPCC,

i

Founded in 1839, Boston University is an internationally recognized private research university with more than 30,000 students participating in undergraduate, graduate, and professional
programs. BU consists of 17 colleges and schools along with & number of multi-disciplinary centers and institutes which are central to the school's research and teaching mission.

Geaphysical Research Letters article citation: Samanta, 4., 5. Ganguly, H. Hashimato, 5. Devadiga, E. vermote, ¥, Knyazikhin, R. R. Memani, and R. B. Myneni (2010}, Amazon forests did not
green-up during the 2005 drought, Geophys. Res. Lett., 37, L0S401, doi:10.1029/20096L042154,
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The Daily Telegraph

Original article* published on March14 by Richard Gray:
*original article is no longeravailable on The Daily Telegraph webpage

Dr Jose Marengo, a climate
scientist at the Brazilian
National Institute for Space
Research and a member of the
[PCC, said the study on the
Amazon's response to drought
highlighted errors in the
previous claims.

"The way the WWF report
calculated this 40 per cent was
totally wrong, while [the new]
calculations are by far more
reliable and correct,"” he said.

Godridge back in rightful place - on the podium

Now IPCC gets it wrong over Amazon 'disaster’

) 0 Comtments | Sunday Telegraph, T 0 ¢ BICHARD
GRA&Y

THE UMITED Mations' climate change panel is facing fresh criticism after research
contradicted its claims about the dewvastating effect global warming could have on the
Armazon rainforest,

The new study, funded by Nasa, found that the most serious drought in the Amazon for
more than a century had little impact on wegetation. This appears to disprove claims by
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) that up to 40 per cent of the
rainforest could be lost with even a small reduction in rainfall.

The IPCC has faced intense criticism for basing its 40 per cent claim on a report by WWF,
an environmental lobby group.

On Thursday, the UN announced an
independent review inta the IPCC's
procedures after its report was found to
contain factual errors and claims that were
not based on rigorous scientific research.

The InterAcademy Council, an umbrella
organisation for the world's academies of
science, will examine how the panel's reports
are compiled and communicated,

Dr Jose Marengo, a climate scientist at the
Brazilian Mational Institute for Space Research
and a member of the IPCC, said the study on
the Amazon's response to drought highlighted
errors in the previous claims.

"The way the WWF report calculated this 40
per cent was totally wrong, while [the new]
calculations are by far more reliable and
correct," he said,
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Statement mysteriously disappears

March 12
By Richard Taffe

Boston University

The sentence was

News Releases
removed on Marc s 12 Maraoi>

16 a I te I NEW STUDY DEBUNKS MYTHS ABOUT AMAZON RAIN FORESTS

They may be more tolerant of droughts than previousiy thought
(Boston) -- & new NASA-funded study has concluded that Amazon rain forests were

remarkably unaffected in the face of once-in-a-century drought in 2005, neither dying nor
I Y a I 'en O thriving, contrary to a previously published report and claims by the Intergovernmental Panel
L] on Climate Change.

[ “we found no big differences in the greenness level of these forests between drought and
Com lalns to non-draught yvears, which suggests that these farests may be more talerant of draughts than
p we previously thought,” said Arindam Samanta, the study’s lead author from Boston
University.
[ ] [ ]

The comprehensive study published in the current issue of the scientific journal Geophysical

B O Ston UanerSlty Research Letters used the latest version of the NASA MODIS satellite data to measure the
greenness of these vast pristine forests over the past decade.

A study published in the journal Science in 2007 claimed that these forests actually thrive
a e WaS from drought because of more sunshine under cloud-less skies typical of drought conditions,

The new study found that those results were flawed and not reproducible,

“This new study brings some clarity to our muddled understanding of how these forests, with

Completel y their rich source of biodiversity, would fare in the future in the face of twin pressures from

logging and changing climate,” said Boston University Prof, Ranga Myneni, senior author of
the new study.

[ ]
mlsquo l e ° The IFCC is under scrutiny for various data inaccuracies, including its claim - based on a

flawed world wildlife Fund study -- that up to 40% of the Amazonian forests could react
drastically and be replaced by savannas from even a slight reduction in rainfall.

“Our results certainly do not indicate such extreme sensitivity to reductions in rainfall,” said
Zangram Ganguly, an author on the new st rom the Bay Area Environmental Research

i
| |

Founded in 1839, Boston University is an inte@etionally recognized private research




“Amazongate”
Timeline

Boston 'elegraph

University

Telegraph
BU Press

>
Release {%
=
The Sunday S
Times = =
“Amazongate” 3 >
> R §S)
Blogosphere . 5 5 2 S
L o) @ §\ 8 &
113 1 2 =
Glaciergate T S < g £3 3
“Climategate” ¢ 2 é S @ £ % S E
¢ ! 5= 25 g9 3 § S
IPCC Report @ 2 ] x < = =
XS S =
SE 2 2 = §
T W
Ll 4
é ®
N ) ©
Ny & ¢ w@@dg q@(ﬁ) &dﬁ; N 3 < \(OQ S
R S QS N SN & QY




The Daily Tel h
e Daily Telegrap

Sentence is modified on March 1 chard Gray :

Sentence was modifiedon  March 16
but date is March 13 on the webpage (remember

that the original piece came on March 14):
Telegraph.couk

HomemSport Finance Lifestyle Comment Travel Culture Technology

Dr Jose Marengo, a Climate SCientiSt With the UK World Politics Celebrities  Obituaries = Weird Earth | Science Health News  Educati

Earth News Environment Wildlife Outdoors Picture Galleries Earth Video

Brazilian National Institute for Space Research and a ... ... couen oo

member of the [PCC, said the latest study on the UN climate change claims on rainforests were
' . . wrong, study suggests
AmaZOIl S I'GSPOIISE tO dI'Ollght hlghllghtEd the The United Nations' climate change panel is facing fresh criticism after new research
. . . . contradicted the organisation's claims abott the devastating effect climate change could
variations on the previous claims. rave onthe Amazon airforest

B §
Published: 9:00PM (
35 diggs diggit

He said: "In 2005, some parts of the Amazon
were affected by the drought and others were
not. In some regions, dryness was high and the

70 B3

2 02 Email | & Print
T Text size BB

number of fires was high. In other areas, the | Bt
forest was not affected. st
Earth News 8
Richard Gray 8

L newy study, y , has fo hat the S s drought in Amaz
more than a century had little impact on the rainforest's vegetation Photo: REX Ads by Google

"As part of its standard processes, the IPCC assesses
new papers in each assessment cycle. New literature
that has appeared since the 2007 report will be
reviewed for the next report.”




The Daily Telegraph

But, the incorrect quotation is published again on March16 by Gerald Warner:

Polemical commentator

Now Dr Jose Marengo, a climate
scientist with the Brazilian National
Institute for Space Research and himself
a member of the [PCC, says: “The way

the WWF report calculated this 40 N
per cent was totally wrong, while (the [ B
new) calculations are by far more Climategate: two more bricks fall out of the IPCC

liabl d " Th wall of deceit — rainf d polar bears
re la e an CorreCt. T ese ElE:.;jiiierald\|'\f‘arner Politics Last \ 16 Mar _2‘010 o ﬂ ﬂ E

calculations were done by researchers at s ot ot o et

Telegraph.co.uk =

HomemSpon Finance Lifestyle Comment Travel Culture Technology

UK ‘World Politics Celebrities Obituaries Weird Earth Science Health News Educati

o~
/'k

WS HOME » NEWS = ENVIRONMENT » GERALD WARNER

Gerard\Warner

and polemical commentator

Daps! There go another two bricks, tumbling out of the IPCC wall of If any evidence suggests
. . . . R . X i BP pressed for the
Boston U IIIVEI‘Slty and were ubhshed 1n I e e ooy oy e (1% Lockerbie bomber's
p Berlin Wall (to which the AGW construct is ideologically allied) has release, Obama will

survived better. Unhappily for A, Phil, Michael, George and the rest of break the company
July 17th, 2010 14:10

the SCientifiC journal GeothSical the scare-mangers, these two discredited companents are among the @ 65 Comments

maost totemic in the AGW religion.
Anti-Catholic junk

Research Letters . They used Satellite Firstly, a new study, funded by Nasa (which may be feeling the need to gﬁfm:ll:ﬂs{“:itl:fd

rehabilitate .itself post-Climategate) has revealed that the ridiculous claim 72,000 — but it's ‘Bloody
in the notorious IPCC 2007 report that up to 40 per cent of the Amazon Mary’ and 'Bluff King Hal'

data to study the drought Of 2005’ When rainforest could be drastically affected by even a small reduction in July 15th, 2010 745

rainfall caused by climate change, so that the trees would be replaced by B84 Comments
1 b °..° tropical grassland, is utter nonsense. That assertion has already heen King Billy on a white
ralnfall fell tO the lOwe St ln 11V1ng exposed a5 derlved from a single report by the environmentalist lobby horse? Could Ulster's
Qroup WWE . Orangemen at least get

their own mythology

memory, and found that the rainforest o 1 i rergs, 3 it s v st 9 e
suffered no significant effects.

"The way the WWF report calculated this 40 per centwas totally wrong,
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£ ° 1 N R I AR QN _— I - .
QJJJCJ.@J. COJ.J.LJ\JJQJJ.J.I_ from >1Imon Lewis

Simon Lewis, an expert on tropical forests at
the University of Leeds in the UK, says the
Sunday Times’ "inaccurate, misleading
and distorted" story by Jonathan Leake in
January left readers under the wrong
impression that the 2007 IPCC AR4 report
made a false claim by stating that reduced
rainfall could wipe out up to 40% of the
Amazon rainforest.

Lewis filed a formal complaint this week
with the UK Press Complaints Commission.
(Guardian.co.uk, March 24)

“Specifically, I consider this article to be
materially misleading. I am the scientific
expert cited in the article who was asked
about the alleged “bogus rainforest claim’.
In short, there is no “bogus rainforest
claim’; the claim made by the UN panel was
(and is) well-known, mainstream and
defensible science, as myself and two other
professional world-class rainforest experts
(Professor Oliver Phillips and Professor
Dan Nepstad) each told Jonathan Leake”




Tl ]E% THE INDEPENDENT'S CHAI
INDEPENDENT COMMENTATORS

A WEEK'S FREE §

Click here to . e
claim your Bank of America %7

In a high-touch, no-to

evouchers Merrill Lynch giving you the best o

Read more

News Opinion ‘ Environment | Sport ‘ Life & Style ‘ Arts & Ents | Travel | Mor

Leading Articles Commentators:  Columnists . Letters mylndependent

Home > Opinion > Commentators > Johann Har

Johann Hari: Deniers - apologise for Climategate

Thursday, & May 2010 = SHARE = L FRINT

ooy |“In his case to the Press Complaints Commission
ast! The controversy is over. Forget the general election for . . .
a moment; this is even mare important. It turns out the Dr LeWIS SaYS that the paper lgnOI'Ed the bull< Of hlS

"scientific" claims promoted for decades by whiny self-rightecous
liberals were a lie, a fraud, a con - and we don't need to

change after all. The left is humiliated; the conservatives are Comments and mangled hiS quotes tO mal(e it

triumphant and exultant.

The year is 1954, and the "science" that has been exposed as a SOUIld 1i1(e he agreed that the IPCC had been

"sham" by conservatives is the link between smoking and lung

cancer. Welcome to Tobaccogate, as Fox Mews wauld call it, tall(lng I‘ubblsh — and ran the "Story" under the

The conservatives are championing professor Clarence Cook

Little, who says he has discovered insurmountable flaws in the . n .

use of statistics and clinical data by "anti-tobacca" (and quasi- headllne UN Cllmate Panel Shamed by BOgUS
caommie) scientists, The press reports the "controversy," usually

without mentioning that Cook Little is being paid by the tobacco Rainforest Claim." The article ended With Credit fOI‘

industry. A relieved nation lights up - and so, over the next few

decades, millions of them die. "research by RlChaI'd NOI‘th."

It iz happening again. The tide of global warming denial is now

rising as fast as global sea levels - and with as much credibility

as Cook Little. Look at the deniers' greatest moment, The Story Was then Zapped all Over the World as
Climategate, hailed by them as "the final nail in the coffin" of

"the theory of global warming." Several patient impartial studies "Amazongate”, and dS a result miHlOIlS Of people are

have now pored over every e-mail from the Climate Research . . .

Unit at the University of East Anglia and interviewed everyone

Unit st the University of East Anglia and ntarviswed now under the impression that the Amazon is in no
Committes on Science found the "evidence patently fails to ”»

support" the idea of a fraud; the scientists have "no case to danger.

answer"; and all the analyses "hawve been repeated and the conclus

by other scientists, That's science-speak for "it was a pack of lies."

Where are the corrections? Where are the aﬁoloﬁies? Britain is now the chief fabricator and
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The Sunday Times Retraction
, ﬁwm Poor to June 20, 2010

Ll
The article “UN climate panel
shamed by bogus rainforest
claim® {News, J:num )

stated that the 2007 Inter
mental Panel on C |matc

Change (IPCC) report had S
included an “unsubstantiated
clalm” that up to 40% of the
Amazon rinforest conld be sen-
sitive to future changes in rain. |

iR
THE SUNDAY TIMES

The Sunday Times and the IPCC:
Correction

he article "UN climate panel shamed by

- bogus rainforest claim" (News, Jan 31) stated
that the 2007 Intergovernmental Panel on

' Climate Change (IPCC) report had included
- an "unsubstantiated claim" that up to 40%
a of the Amazon rainforest could be sensitive to
.4 future changes in rainfall.

f

The Sunday Times
Pulished: 20 June 2010

referem:ed the claun to a report prepared 'for WWF b} Andren Ro‘.\ ell and Peter Mnore whom the article
described as "green campaigners” with "little scientific expertise.” The article also stated that the
authors’ research had been based on a seientific paper that dealt with the impact of human activity rather
than climate change.

N

A

In faet, the IPCC's Amazon statement is supported by peer-reviewed scientifie evidence. In the case of
the WWF report, the figure had, in error, not been referenced, but was based on research by the
respected Amazon Environmental Research Institute (IPAM) which did relate to the impaet of climate
change. We also understand and accept that Mr Rowell is an experienced environmental journalist and
that Dr Moore is an expert in forest management, and apologise for any suggestion to the contrary.

B A version of our article that had been checked
< | with Dr Lewis underwent significant late

The article also quoted eriticism of the IPCC's use of the WWF report by Dr Simon Lewis, a Royal Society

f:m research fellow at the University of Leeds and leading specialist in tropical forest ecology. We accept that,
o 11 y ; y in his quoted remarks, Dr Lewis was making the general point that both the IPCC and WWF should have
e edl tl ng and SO dld nOt glve a falr or accura te cited the appropriate peer-reviewed scientific research literature. As he made clear to us at the time,

:;Z“ including by sending us some of the research literature, Dr Lewis does not dispute the scientific basis for

both the IPCC and the WWTF reports’ statements on the potential vulnerability of the Amazon rainforest

. account of his views on these points. We boththe [BCCand he WHVEroports's

apologise for this.

l TS S Ll sl LLE 155905, Not Jeast arter [former  from poor schools, They can

In addition, the article stated that Dr Lewis’ concern at the IPCC’s use of reports by environmental
campaign groups related to the prospeet of those reports being biased in their conclusions. We acecept
that Dr ].A?,'WIS holds no such view — rather, he was concerned that the use of non-peer-reviewed sources

m'mmofrepombyrmwn- Labour health secrecary] Al
mental campaign groups o el e s et graden

Milburn's report
related to the prr ol s port on social wer than their peers.

mobility.” Others use statistical “modi-

ISSING?
n i w«\i

BDIU)
08 23 0
"oy
eaten

reports being biased in their con
clusions. We accept that br
Lewis holds no such view —
rather, he was concerned that
the use of non- -peer-reviewed
sources risks creating the per-
ception of bias and unnecessary
controversy, which is unhelpéul
inadvancis ehrpub{x sunder-
standing of the sclence of cli-
mate chan;r A version of our
article that had been checked
with Dr Lewis und:m!nt SIPA

TR e gy

Observers believe that
Willetts may encourage sich
schemes te uppease the
Liberal Democrat left and
Avert a revolt aver any moves
o raise tuition fevs.

Ministers cannot lorce uni-
versities to change their
admissions policies, but they
an exert str ong pressure.
Wark on the new plan was
begun under the last govern
ment, which pushed universi

fiers” to help pupils from
schaals with poor GCSEs. They
include Durham, Cambridge
and Oxford's medical school
Oxbridge admissions are
examined in detai! in the new
My Oxbridge Choice service
an the Sundsy Times website.
Don reveals best way o get
Oudridge plave, page 13

SUNDAY IMESONLINE — »»

L ey

The ortginal article fo which this correction refers has been removed
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Simon Lewis comment on the Sunday Times Retraction

L -

e some s 88 oo CLIMATE PROGRESS

Sunday Times retracts and apologizes for shameful and

bogus Amazon story smearing IPCC

Exclusive comments from Prof. Simon Lewis whose official
complaint led to this too-rare victory of science over disinformation

June 20, 2010

“T weloome the Sunday Times apology for failing to acourately report my views and
ratract the Amazon story. 4s several experts told them - their story was baseless.
What I find shocking about this whole episode is that an article read
out [loud] and agreed with me was then switched at the last minute to
one that fit with the Times’ editorial line that the IPCC contained a
number of serious mistakes, but actually ignored the scientific facts.”

That iz tropical forest researcher Simeon Lewis in an email to me this morning after the Sundaly
Times finally retractad their bogus story and issuad this too-rare apology (emphasis addad:

The article “UN climate panel shamed by bogus rainforest claim” (Mews, Jan 51)
stated that the zoo7 Intergovernmental Fanel on Climate Change (IFCC) report had
included an “unsubstantiated claim” that up to 40% of the Amazon rainforest could
b sensitive to future changes in rainfall. The IPCC had referenced the claim to a
raport preparad for the Weorld Wildlife Fund (WWE) by Andrew Rowall and Pater
Moore, whorn the article described as “green campaigners” with “little scientific
axpartise.” The article also stated that the authors’ research had been based cna
soientific paper that dealt with the impact of human activity rather than climate
change.

In fact, the IPCC’s Amazon statement is supported by peer-reviewed
scientific evidence. In the case of the WWF report, the figure had, in error, not
bean referenced, but was based on research by the respected Amazon

“I welcome the Sunday Times’ apology

for failing to accurately report my
views and retract the Amazon story.
As several experts told them - their
story was baseless. What I find
shocking about this whole episode is
that an article read out [loud] and
agreed with me was then switched at
the last minute to one that fit with
the Times’ editorial line that the
IPCC contained a number of serious
mistakes, but actually ignored the
scientific facts’.



AAAS.ORG | FEEDBACK | HELF | LIBRARIANS Diaily Mews >
l‘ AAAS NEWS SCIENCE JOURNALS CAREERS BLOGS & COMMUNITIES MULTIMEDIA COLLECTIONS

Hews Home  ScienceNOW  gejopcelnsider  Premium Content from Science  About Science Hews

Horme = Mews = Sciencelnsider = June 2010 = As Climate Scientists Battle the Fress, One Receives Rare

oW Sciencelnsider

Breaking news and analysis from the world of science policy

A too-rare victory of science over disinformation

RECENT ARTICLES &

v SEMATE SPEMDIMG BILL

wouLh BoosTrsE MR- Ag Climate Scientists Battle the Press, One Receives

BUDGETS

» BR&IN Exam My Have  RAre ApOlOgy From Paper

SWAYED JURY IR

CENTENCING CONYICTED by BN Kintlschon 22 June 2010, 2225 PM | Permanent Link | 7 Commerts “Researchers Often grouse about the press_but

MURDERER

e, TSt E R R Ee it's rare for scientists to successfully

GUIDELIMES COMING SO0ON

v FORMER MNIH CHIEF Researchers often grouse about the press—but it's rare for scien Challenge the accuracy Of a media report and

ZERHOUNI TO LEAD a media report and win public apologies. But scientists have rece
REZEARCH AT SAMOF]-

AVENTIS whaom they say is biased, and anather fight is ongaing. Win Public aPOIOgieS. But SCientiStS have

b MEW LAW GIVES

;E)TJEEZRLILIENI;:NNT conTROL The lozer in the first two cases is science reparter Jonathan Leal recently Won battles against One BritiSh reporter

OWER MOST RESEARCH story alleging that the Intergovernmmental Panel on Climate Chang

SPENDING rainforests and climate change. Whom they Say iS biased’ and another fight is

b NASS SOLAR SalL
WANISHES IM SPACE Farest expert and Royal Society member Siman Lewis, of the U OngOing

the UK.'s Press Complaints Commission saying that he was mi

the Amazonian rainforest could die back with rising temperature- The loser in the fiI‘St tWO cases iS Science reporter

experts say they told that to Leake before the story ran, but the

(Stem Cell njgnctgn e (e seeeves e nsseenaes st Tonathan Leake of The Sunday Times. In February

T e hewrote a story alleging that the

Left-leaning blog Climate Progress calls the apology a “too-rare y Intergovernmental Panel On Climate Change
(IPCC) had published "bogus" data on the

rainforests and climate change.”

» Article Archives

Contest




LLewis' correction

in Sunday Times wins the

"media correction of the year"
REGRET THE ERROR

Mistakes happen

EBook Eesources About Contact

Crunks 2010: The Year in Media Errors and
Corrections

Thanks for being a regular reader. You can check out the award-winning Eegret the
Error book here,

While you re here, please consider purchasing a copy af the Regret the Errar boolk,
which wan an award for media criticiom from the National Fress Club, and also
cantains hundreds af kilarious corrections. You can learn mare about the baok and

read some reviews here. The paperback edition includes a new introduction.

Error of the Year: Cooks Source Theft

TInless you're new to the Internet, vou probably have an idea of what T'm talling about. Az a

reminder, here’s a recap [ wrote for the Toronto Star:

Five years ago, writer Ionica Gaudio published an article explaining that the
good old American apple pie predated the Tited States by several hundred

years. She even included a couple of delicious olde tyme pie recipes.

Gaudio’s was apparently a timeless piece of writing because it was reworked
and published under her byline in Cooles Source, a small Amenican culinary
magarine. Shght problem: Gaudio had no idea her writing was being reused.
Zhe emailed the magarine to express her disappointment, and the ensuing

Buy The Book

REGRET
THE

ERROR

Correction of the Year

2010’s correction of the year is the result of a
2009 report by the Sunday Times (U.K.). The
story related to a series of leaked emails from
climate scientists that caused a huge amount
of (mostly inaccurate) outcry, as well as
allegations that key climate data had been, to
use the parlance, sexed up. The episode was
dubbed “Climategate.”
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Dutch Review — A ssessme

ency Juh
A: IPCC 2007

*Up to 40% of the Amazonian forests could react
drastically to even a slight reduction in precipitation;
this means that the tropical vegetation, hydrology and
climate system in South America could change very
rapidly to another steady state.

(C6; minor)

B: Dutch Review 2010

*We have a minor comment to make on this statement,
which originates from Section 13.4.1 of Chapter 13 (page
596). The statement was based on Rowell and Moore
(2000), which is a peer-reviewed report by the World Wide
Fund for Nature and the International Union for
Conservation of Nature (WWF/IUCN) on a global review of
forest fires, and not a study on changes in vegetation due to
climate change. That report, in turn, was mainly based on
Nepstad et al. (1999) (in Nature). In our opinion, both
documents were not the most obvious choice of

More adequate peer-reviewed, scientific journal
literature would have been available to support this
statement, such as Cox et al. (2000; 2004) (C6). This
minor comment has no consequences for the IPCC
conclusions in the various Summaries for
Policymakers.

) IPCC from the

Assessing an IPCC assessment
An analysis of statements on projected
regional impacts in the 2007 report

A: IPCC 2007

*By mid century, increases in temperature and
associated decreases in soil water are projected to
lead to gradual replacement of tropical forest by
savanna in eastern Amazonia. Semi-arid vegetation
will tend to be replaced by arid-land vegetation.

B: Dutch Review 2010

*This statement is fully supported by the underlying
material.

A: IPCC 2007

*There is a risk of significant biodiversity loss
through species extinction in many areas of
tropical Latin America.

B: Dutch Review 2010

*This statement is fully supported by the underlying
material.



“Speaking the Truth in times of universal deceit is a
revolutionary act.”

" The great enemy of clear language is insincerity “



How to do science in such an argumentative area
and under new levels of scrutiny, especially from a

largely hostile and sometimes expert
blogosphere?

(From the Economist, about the important issues raised by two committees; the Climatic
Research Unit (CRU) and The Dutch environmental-assessment agency )

Science behind closed doors, published on Jul 8th 2010
http://www.economist.com/node/165376287?story_id=16537628



Research Integrity

Research Communication Integrity



“I would also like to emphasize that enhanced media
interest in the work of the IPCC would probably
subject you to queries about your work and the IPCC.
My sincere advice would be that you keep a distance
from the media and should any questions be asked
about the Working Group with which you are
associated, please direct such media questions to the
Co-chairs of your Working Group and for any
questions regarding the IPCC to the secretariat of the

IPCC”



First of all, the IPCC does not seek in any way to discourage you from engaging
in discussions with the media about your own work. To the contrary, we see
such interaction as an important way of making your research more accessible
to the public.

Second, all of us at the [IPCC are immensely proud of our author team and
have no interest in micro-managing your interactions with the media. I only
remind you that the AR5 process is in its beginning stages and our final report

is several years away. No one, including me, can speak to the likely findings of
the ARs.

Lastly, we ask that you forward all media inquiries about official IPCC policies
to the Working Group co-chairs or the IPCC Secretariat. This protocol is not
an attempt to muzzle anyone. It is a standard procedure for large inter-
governmental organizationsand is intended to draw a distinction between
the official work of the IPCC and your own work or that of your institution.



LLessons to IPCC

D

The self correction nature of scientific activity process is not sufficient to
counteract the denialist bias from an important part of the media.

Scientists (associated to IPCC or not), should be more (pro-) active, honest
and transparent to the public front on a continuous manner (instead of
subsiding IPCC reports every 5 or 6 years.)

The IPCC author selection process should be an open and transparent
process.

Complexity is a key word. Neither journalists nor scientist should be scared
of it. On the contrary, they should emphasize even more uncertainties and
knowledge gaps against the background of very complex and interacting
natural and social systems.



