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Dear Ms. Topfer,

One suspects the present situation is difficult for you. So, let me make things plain.

| am a Ph.D. physical methods experimental chemist with emphasis in X-ray spectroscopy. | work at Stanford University.

My email address there is pfrank@slac.stanford.edu, if you would like to verify my standing.

| have 30+ years of experience, international collaborators, and an extensive publication record.

My most recent paper is Patrick Frank, et al., (2017) “Spin-Polarization-Induced Pre-edge Transitions in the Sulfur K-Edge XAS
Spectra of Open-Shell Transition-Metal Sulfates: Spectroscopic Validation of o-Bond Electron Transfer” Inorganic Chemistry 56, 1080-
1093; doi: 10.1021/acs.inorgchem.6b00991.

Physical error analysis is routine for me. Manuscript gmd-2017-281 strictly focuses on physical error analysis.

Dr. Annan is a mathematician. He has no training in the physical sciences. He has no training or experience in assessing systematic
physical error and its impacts.

He is unlikely to ever have made a measurement, or worked with an instrument, or to have propagated systematic physical error
through a calculation.

A survey of Dr. Annan’s publication titles shows no indication of physical error analysis. His comments on gmd-2017-281 reveal no
understanding of the physical uncertainty deriving from model calibration error.

He evidently does not realize that physical knowledge statements are conditioned by physical uncertainty.

Dr. Annan has no training in physical error analysis. He has no experience with physical error analysis. He has never engaged the
systematic error that is the focus of gmd-2017-281.

Dr. Annan is not qualified to evaluate the manuscript. He is not competent to be the manuscript editor. He is not competent to be a
reviewer.

Dr. Annan’s comments on gmd-2017-281 are no more than ignorant.

This is all in addition to Dr. Annan’s very serious conflict of financial and professional interest with the content of gmd-2017-281.
Journal ethics demand that he should have immediately recused himself. However, he did not do so.

| ask you to reinstate gmd-2017-281 and assign a competent and ethical editor capable of knowledgeable and impartial review.
Geoscientific Model Development can be a Journal devoted to science.

Or it can play at nonsense.

The choice is yours.

I will not bother you further, of course. Silence will be evidence of your choice for nonsense.

Best wishes,

Pat

Patrick Frank, Ph.D.

Palo Alto, CA 94301

email: pfrank830@earthlink.net
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These things are, we conjecture, like the truth;

But as for certain truth, no one has known it.

Xenophanes, 570-500 BCE
B

On Nov 7, 2017, at 6:07 AM, editorial @copernicus.org wrote:



Dear Patrick Frank,

We regret that your following submission was not accepted for publication in GMD:

Title: Propagation of Error and the Reliability of Global Air Temperature Projections

Author(s): Patrick Frank

MS No.: gmd-2017-281

MS Type: Methods for assessment of models

Iteration: Initial Submission

You can view the reasons for this decision via your MS Overview: http://editor.copernicus.org/GMD/my_manuscript_overview

To log in, please use your Copernicus Office user ID 421670.

We thank you very much for your understanding and hope that you will consider GMD again for the publication of your future
scientific papers.

In case any questions arise, please contact me.
Kind regards,

Natascha Topfer

Copernicus Publications

Editorial Support

editorial@copernicus.org

on behalf of the GMD Editorial Board



