
Anti-fraud officials are investigating one of the 
founders of a controversial science academy 
over allegations concerning financial irregu-
larities in European research projects, Nature 
has learned.

Staff at the European Anti-Fraud Office in 
Brussels have launched an investigation into 
allegations made against geophysicist Philip 
Carrion. The office, set up in 1999, has the power 
to investigate allegations of misuse of European 
Commission (EC) funds. Spokeswoman Inge-
borg Gaspard, confirming that an investiga-
tion was ongoing, would not give details of the 
research involved. But Nature has identified 
three projects involving Carrion, all funded by 
the EC’s Framework programme for research, 
in which disputes over finances have arisen and 
complaints been made to the commission. Car-
rion rejects all allegations of financial impropri-
ety and says he welcomes the investigation as a 
chance to clear up the disputes.

Carrion first came to the attention of the sci-
ence community in 2002, after Nature investi-
gated the European Academy of Sciences (EAS). 
The invitation-only academy, which Carrion 
helped establish in 2002, claimed to have been 
founded to bring together scientists in Europe 
and elsewhere, but at the time it seemed to have 
no publications, projects or meetings, despite 
listing 600 members (see Nature 419, 865; 2002). 
Some researchers named as members, including 
Nobel laureates, said at the time that they had 
never heard of the organization.

But Carrion and his colleagues have contin-
ued to develop the academy, which is based in 
Liège, Belgium, where Carrion lives. Accord-
ing to the academy’s president, Hélène de Rode, 
a lawyer with Musch, de Pierpont, de Rode, 
Lahaye in Liège, the academy now has around 
650 members. It publishes newsletters and a 
journal, Annals. But Carrion’s role as a member 
of the academy’s executive committee ended 
when he resigned on 16 February. Carrion says 
he had spent years working for the academy for 
free and did not want to go on giving his time 
for nothing. De Rode declined to expand on the 
reasons for his departure.

Before Carrion’s resignation, the academy’s 
website listed him as a professor at the Univer-
sity of Udine, Italy. Gaetano Russo, head of the 
university’s civil-engineering department, says 
that Carrion was given visiting professor status 
between 2001 and 2004 in order to work on a 

project on advanced aluminium alloys. Russo 
says Carrion agreed to run mechanical tests at 
Udine that he failed to carry out, and then asked 
Russo to sign an agreement saying the work had 
been done and requesting payment of €100,000 
(US$130,000) from the EC, to be split between 
them. Russo declined to sign, and in June 2005 
wrote to the commission to make clear that the 
work had not taken place. For his part, Car-
rion says he never asked for money and that 
the Udine lab was not used in the alloys project 
because it did not have the right equipment.

More recently, disputes have arisen between 
Carrion and André Leclercq, a human-resources 
manager with the steel company Arcelor in 
Liège. Leclercq says he employed Carrion in 
2005 as a technical manager on a Framework-
funded project on thin-film technology. He 
says he was introduced to Carrion through the 
academy. 

Carrion says that as part of his role in the 
Framework project, he agreed to carry out a 
marketing study and develop a business plan 
for Api, a business-development organiza-
tion based in Ancona, Italy, and a partner in 
the project. He also says he agreed to manage 
a bank account into which payments for Api’s 
work would be made. 

Leclercq says that an advance of €479,000 
of EC money was paid in July 2005 into the 
account controlled by Carrion, in part to pay 
for the business plan and marketing study. Car-
rion says he completed the full documents last 
November, but Leclercq did not receive them 
until 9 March. By this time a complaint had been 
made to the commission and a second payment 
withheld. Carrion adds that he has received no 
money from the Api account he controls and has 
still not been paid for his work. Api could not be 
reached for comment.  

A third complaint concerning a project 
involving Carrion was made in July 2006. Stan 
Veprek, a materials scientist at the Technical 
University of Munich, says he contacted the 
commission after becoming concerned over 
Carrion’s financial management of a project to 
develop new machine tools. During the project, 
some funds were transferred into an account 
named “EAS”, but Carrion says these have now 
been repaid. Carrion adds that a disagreement 
over payments arose because Veprek did not do 
the work required. Veprek denies this.

Although no other members of the academy 

have been linked to the allegations made against 
Carrion, the organization itself has been the sub-
ject of intense criticism from its members. The 
academy’s journal Annals is not listed on indexes 
such as PubMed, and it organizes meetings only 
infrequently. Boris Verkhovsky, a computer sci-
entist at the New Jersey Institute of Technology 
in Newark, who has openly clashed with de 
Rode in the past, speaks for many members 
when he complains of a lack of transparency 
about the decisions made by the organization’s 
executive committee. 

Geophysicist faces probe 
into use of research funds

Investigations are under way into the possible 
misuse of European Commission money. 
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What do you think of the summit’s 
outcome? 
EU leaders know well enough that a 20% 
reduction is the absolute minimum, that’s 
why they have offered 30% as an additional 
option. It is the maximum outcome that 
takes into account the political precondi-
tions in the enlarged EU. In any case, it is a 
remarkable success for the German Chan-
cellor Angela Merkel.

What more would you have hoped for?
The agreements must be specified further, 
and, importantly, they must be of a binding 
nature. We need to go for the 30% target 
and be aware that the 20% target for renew-
able energy would benefit from a more 
structured and more detailed decision on 
different renewables. 

What do you think about the French 
proposal to treat nuclear energy on 
equal terms with renewable energies? 
Whether or not to use nuclear energy to 
achieve the target must be the sovereign 
responsibility of each 
member state. This is also 
the EU’s position, and it is 
a very wise decision. [But] 
increasing nuclear’s share 
in a way that it would 
make a real contribution 
to substituting use of fos-
sil energy would vastly 
increase political, safety 
and resource issues. We 
have to do our utmost 
to invent a nuclear-free 
energy supply structure. 

Do you think the EU 
agreement will have 
a positive impact on 
international climate 
negotiations for the 
post-2012 period? 
Yes, without a doubt. The 

leadership the EU has taken gives a clear 
signal, especially to the fast-growing 
economies in Asia, that we are aware of the 
Rio de Janeiro principle of ‘common but 
differentiated responsibility’.

Which concrete measures 
— technological, political and 
regulatory — are needed to make 
sure the EU can achieve the goals 
agreed on?  
With regards to technology, we need a 
revolution in energy efficiency. Energy 
efficiency is a chance to achieve a short-
term, high return on investments to reduce 
energy intensity. And this is going over 
the whole range of energy demand, from 
buildings to mobility to electrical goods. 
In political terms, these positive, far-reach-
ing results should pave the way for a Kyoto 
follow-up beyond 2012. As far as the regu-
latory framework is concerned, the most 
important thing is the need to internalize 
the costs of carbon dioxide in the energy 
price of fossil fuels. ■

CHINESE BAN ON 
INTERNET CAFÉS
If addiction’s the problem, 
is prohibition the answer?
www.nature.com/news/
columnsandblogs

Q&A: Klaus Töpfer
Among those paying close attention to the European Union (EU) summit meeting on 
greenhouse-gas emissions in Brussels last week was Klaus Töpfer. As German minister 
for the environment and reactor safety from 1987 to 1994 and under-secretary-general 
of the United Nations and director of the UN Environment Programme in 1998–2006, 
Töpfer has been keeping an eye on international climate and energy diplomacy for two 
decades. He talked to Quirin Schiermeier about the EU’s commitment to cut overall 
greenhouse-gas emissions by at least 20% by 2020, compared with 1990 levels. These 
cuts would rise to 30% if the United States and other industrialized countries were to 
commit themselves to ‘comparable’ emissions cuts after 2012, and if large developing 
countries including China contribute ‘adequately’.

De Rode says she has received no official 
communication from the commission and can-
not comment on the investigation or a possible 
link to Carrion’s departure.

On the future of the academy, she says: “There 
is no link between the well-being and future of 
the EAS to one of its past executives, Professor 
Carrion. The same observation applies to Pro-
fessor Verkhovsky. Both of them were active in 
the establishment of our academy, but, as time 
went on, their personal involvement was duly 
replaced by the activity of committees, which is 
perfectly normal. The EAS is fulfilling its mis-
sion admirably, and the best is still to come.” ■

Jim Giles
Klaus Töpfer is upbeat about the EU’s environmental targets.
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