











Findings of the Inquiry Committee

1- There are some stations for which the Commuittee obtained and reviewed published station logs. Some
of these mention changes 1n the station location, etc.

2- There are other stations for which the Commuttee did not have access to the station logs. The
Respondent informed the Commuttee that the data do exist, and that they are archived in China. While
this information may not be able to be obtained, he indicated that his colleague on the project might be
able to attest to existence of the data and her role in station selection.

3- Committee deliberation centered on the difficulty of interpreting the published statement that selected
stations experienced “few, if any, changes 1n ... location” —

a. There must be some stations for which there 1s no evidence of a change in location, etc.

b. There are certainly published station logs (for stations used in the study) that refer to changes
in location — how many 1s “a few” and how much of a move (or other change) 1s allowed 1n
order for a station to be listed as one that did not experience a change in location?

c. Aslong as “few” i1s not defined and 1s 1n the statement — obtaining a sufficiency of evidence to
meet the standard of “fabrication” may be difficult.

d. For long-term climate records, particularly in rapidly changing nations such as China, changes

in station location are to be expected. The question is, given these changes and procedures for

accounting for such changes, were the statements 1n the papers “few, i1f any’” misleading.

Furthermore, where does one draw the line between “fabrication and/or misrepresentation” versus

non-rigor in wording in a scientific publication?

Recommendation (unanimous) of the Inquiry Committee:

After careful and thorough review of the evidence, the Committee has concluded that without the written
imput from the Respondent’s colleague, we cannot determine the accuracy of the Respondent’s
explanation for the station selection. While the Respondent maintains that there may be additional
evidence available that could allow for a clear and final decision to be rendered, for this Inquiry
Committee to examine this case further or in more depth would be beyond its charge. Consequently, 1n
the absence of any such available additional evidence regarding the paper station logs, there 1s simply no
way for us as an Inquiry Committee to conclude that there 1s not sufficient evidence to warrant further

investigation.

Therefore, on the record before us, we are compelled by the Policy to recommend that an Investigation
Committee be formed and charged with obtaining and reviewing any such additional evidence regarding
the paper station logs so that a final resolution may be made regarding the allegation against Dr. Wang,.

Submitted and Approved by Inquiry Committee Members:
Helmut Hirsch, Distinguished Teaching Professor, Department of Biology;

Marvin Geller, Professor, Department of Marine Sciences, Stony Brook University; and
Eric Lifshin, Professor, College of Nanoscale Science and Engineering; and member of CERS



