Juergen got crazy
Hi Vincenzo, Chris, George,

Yes, despite 4 years of medical treatment and psychotherapy I am still sick. It’s a whole bunch of lies, fraud and incompetence by the GPCC of the German Met Service that drove me crazy.

The Fraud:

Contrary to what the GPCC published at several occasions

· the VASClimO dataset of the GPCC is not produced by means of the GPCC

· it is not based on a long-term climatology of the GPCC

· I produced this dataset on base of ca. 5000 station records provided by the GPCC

· I produced it in personal initiative with private computers

· The GPCC not even offered the technical equipment for producing it

· It is not interpolated by Ordinary-Kriging

· The GPCC accepted the dataset only after a severe inhomogeneity was introduced (1000 stations in France and 3300 stations in Germany). In the final global dataset 46% of the stations are within 0.7% of the area.

The Lies:

The GPCC is lying for years now. Although knowing that it is untrue

· Bruno Rudolf published a report in 2007 in which he and others claimed that the VASClimO dataset is interpolated by Ordinary Kriging. They even put my name on the authors list against my massive protest.

· Tobias Fuchs claimed at the EGU 2009 that “as far as he knew” the VASClimO dataset is based on GPCC data solely, produced by means of the GPCC and interpolated by Ordinary Kriging. I gave him proof that this is wrong on 24.6.2006.

· The new head of the GPCC, Dr. Andreas Becker, published in Dec. 2010 that the VASClimO dataset is based on the long-term climatology of the GPCC, proving that he does not hesitate to follow the strategy of the GPCC.
The incompetence:

In 1992 the GPCC published a bunch of articles about their work in MetZet. They claimed that Shepards method extrapolates deliberately out of the range of observations in order to estimate unobserved maxima and minima (they even drew a graph illustrating their misunderstanding). They copied the equations from the original papers but had no idea of what they mean. Bruno Rudolf (now supervising the GPCC) repeated this nonsense in 2004 without any reaction in the GPCC. 
This misunderstanding would not do any harm. However, they claim to use Shepards Method (installed at the GPCC by David Legates) to interpolate to a 0.5 degree grid. In Shepards Method, whenever a station is closer than 5km to a gridpoint no stations are used which are farther away than 5km, in order to have a best local estimate. This means that from a certain station density onwards, the more data the GPCC offers to their interpolation, the less are selected and used. The worst case is Germany where most of the stations (e.g. in the full-data product and the normals) are simply not used if Shepards Method is applied as they claim doing it. I attach a figure showing the stations not used vs. the area used.
What really gets to me is that the German Met Service (DWD) is informed about the fraud and incompetence for many years (partly since 2003) but refused to investigate. Instead they came up with more lies, promoted the doer, and even sued me in the name of the Federal Republic of Germany for being offensive. The president of the DWD made massively wrong statements at court in order to camouflage the ongoing fraud, pretending that they have investigated and seen that everything is fine. 

Since also the new head of the GPCC (Dr. Andreas Becker) unnecessarily came up with new lies (Dec. 2010, report on the web page of the GPCC) I see no alternative as to warn publicly. 

The GPCC has the largest collection of observed monthly precipitation data worldwide. But they are not capable of producing reasonable and reliable products based on these data. 
It should be possible to find a more capable and honest host for the GPCC than the DWD proved to be. 

All the best,

Juergen.

