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Re: KNAW data policy 

Dear Professor van Dijck, 

University 
of Sussex 

In November 2017, Professor Jeffrey Harvey of the Netherlands Institute of Ecology, a 
KNAW institute, was the lead author on a paper published in the journal BioScience. 

I requested the data behind the paper, and was pointed to the data archive . Unfortunately, 
the data released was incomplete . 

The paper classifies blogs as "yellow" or "blue". This classification is hardwired into the R 
code used to analyse the data. The paper only vaguely describes the procedure for 
classification: The content of the blogs is compared to the reports of the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). Unfortunately, the data released only contain the home 
page ofthe blogs investigated, ratherthan the specific blog posts examined . Some ofthese 
blogs consists of hundreds if not thousands of posts . Similarly, the IPCC has published many 
reports running to thousands of pages, with positions that change over time and chapters 
that contradict one another. Agreement or disagreement with the IPCC is therefore a 
meaningless concept, unless chapter and verse are specified. 

I have repeatedly asked Professor Harvey and his co-authors to be more explicit, but to no 
avail. Specifically, I have asked, in vain, forthe list of blogposts examined, forthe IPCC 
statements assessed, and forthe score per post and statement. 

This may appearto be a detail, but it is a key contribution of the paper. Professor Harvey 
argues that a blog's position on the IPCC predicts its pOSition on polar bears. However, not 
knowing how the IPCC position is derived, it cannot be excluded that Harvey fitted the data 
to match the conclusion. 

In the same paper, Professor Harvey and colleagues analyse the contents of a list of 
published papers . The released data specify the list of papers, but replicating their query to 
the Web of Science obtains a different list of papers. I have asked Professor Harvey, in vain, 
to specify the criteria by which certain papers were excluded; and to specify the query 
through which papers were added. 



This pOint may seem mundane, but it is the other main conclusion of the paper. Professor 
Harvey claims that blue blogs agree with "the literature", and yellow blogs do not. 
Unfortunately, as Professor Harvey will not explain how "the literature" was delineated, the 
validity ofthis conclusion is unknown. 

As indicated above, I have repeatedly asked Professor Harvey and his co-authors to release 
the full dataset. They have refused to do, suggesting that they have something to hide. 

I have contacted Mr Melle de Vries, the head of information policy at the KNAW. KNAW 
data policy is clear: All data should be released, and exceptions specified. My experience 
with Mr de Vries was frustrating. He kept blandly repeating that all data had been released, 
which is not true as described above and repeatedly explained to Mr de Vries. 

I apologize to have to bring this to your attention. KNAW data policy sets a good example: 
Scientific data should be open to outside scrutiny. Unfortunately, KNAW researchers do not 
follow this policy, Ilj KNAW officers do not enforce it. 

I would be ~ tefull:~your interv~j0'h in this specific case, and for your efforts to make 

~~::~:2~r:: :~r ::~iICY is m >~ined . 

LI"" 
Yo rs sincer 

l,
Ri~ ssor 0 

. partment of Economics, University of Sussex 

Professor 
Institute for Environmental Studies and Department of Spatial Economics, Vrije Universiteit 

Member 
Academia Europaea 

Research fellow 
Tinbergen Institute 

Research fellow 
CESifo 

Research fellow 
Payne Institute for Earth Resources, Colorado School of Mines 

Editor-in-chief 
Energy Economics 


