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« Epistemic standards =4 norms that are justified on the basis of
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=4 the degree to which the Tesearch process lives up to the

epistemic standards that the audience can legitimately assume to
be met in the research process.

“One should get informed consent from research subjects.”
“*One should not kill animals in research.”



The assumption that reseor@ ErEHéH-H @Bils standard s is legitimate

for audience a if and only if:

he degeraliesisie i deadly pidbesseserEBrmasiesd a that p

=g mgegég?ée to which the research process lives up to the
€isteisrice shanahr sistauirdhe the cessnae tdiard legdithatelinasiigadnto

be ntled iedberobsprrycespoooass. (Clearly) report to a that p does not
meet s.

Note: different assumptions can be legitimate for different audiences.
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What happenede

. nter removed certain passages as a response to reviewers'
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removed hinfs of climate skepticism from the final report.
This did not involve a violation of IPCC standards.

« The remaining uncertainties concerning human-induced climate
change were included in the final report.

The common epistemic standard that remaining uncertainties should
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to be met in the IPCC process, were violated.

— The epistemic integrity of the IPCC process was not compromised.



Passage in the IPCC’s Fourth Assessment Report:

“Glaciers in the Himalaya are receding faster than in any other part of the world (see
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« The comments of the reviewers involved in the IPCC process were not taken
info account by the IPCC authors.
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to be metin the IPCC process, were wolo’re

— The epistemic integrity of the IPCC process was compromised.



Important remarks:

« This does not imply that the IPCC process had zero epistemic
integrity.

« Epistemic integrity was restored after a while.

Two epistemic standards which the audience could legitimately assume
to be met in the IPCC process, were violated.

— The epistemic integrity of the IPCC process was compromised.
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