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Heavy weather
Severe storms make the public think of climate 
change. Scientists must work to evaluate the link.

Extreme weather makes news, as was demonstrated last month by 
the blanket coverage of the devastation caused to the east coast 
of the United States by Hurricane Irene. But was the promi-

nence of the story a feature of modern media hype in a rolling-news 
world? Hardly. According to a New York Times analysis, when Hur-
ricane Andrew made landfall in Florida in 1992 and killed 22 people, 
it received twice the traditional news coverage that Irene did.

What is new is that coverage of extreme weather is now often 
accompanied by a question: is this a consequence of climate change? 
This question was raised frequently after Hurricane Katrina smashed 
through New Orleans in 2005. Most climate scientists responded 

A very Turkish coup
Scientists around the world should protest efforts by the government of Turkey to erode academic 
autonomy. And the wider world should note the threat to democracy.

encouragement of only applied research. But the academy would not 
be the right place for them. The Soviet model of linking institutes to 
national academies has been discredited, and post-Soviet countries 
quickly moved to separate the entities.

The government has made a big mistake in interfering with TÜBA’s 
membership. Every democratic country requires an independent 
academy to provide independent scientific advice. But then this gov-

ernment shows little respect for expert advice. It 
did not consult the scientific community (or even 
its political opposition) on the wisdom of the 
move — just as it didn’t consult when it created 
a catastrophic law last year (see Nature 464, 478; 
2010) intended to regulate the use of genetically 

modified plants, but which unintentionally crippled all molecular 
biology research. (Scientists continue to work by ignoring the law.)

The academy is appealing to President Abdullah Gül to reverse the 
decree. Academies all around the world should write to Gül too. Many 
TÜBA members say that if this approach fails, they will resign as soon 
as the government’s first appointments are made. They would be right 
to do so. At this point, international organizations of academies should 
formally derecognize TÜBA on the grounds that it no longer meets 
the membership criteria of self-governance and appointment solely 
on scientific merit.

Scientists around the globe need to respond to this. Although the 
fate of one academy may seem small on the world stage, it is symbolic 
of a general anti-democratic shift in a country that is pivotal in world 
politics. The takeover must be challenged. ■

On the eve of a week-long holiday to celebrate the end of the 
fasting period of Ramadan, the Turkish government executed 
an extraordinary scientific coup. On 27 August, it issued a 

decree with immediate effect, giving itself tighter control of Turkey’s 
two main scientific organizations: the funding agency TÜBİTAK and 
the Turkish Academy of Sciences (TÜBA), the governance of which is 
now so altered that it can no longer be considered an academy at all.

The move has startled and appalled Turkish scientists. It should also 
sound an alarm bell throughout Turkish society. The government of 
Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan is also taking greater control of 
other sectors through a series of decrees requiring no parliamentary 
debate. In the past few weeks, for example, it has brought under direct 
government supervision ten previously independent regulatory bod-
ies, including some financial institutions and media regulators, as well 
as the Natural and Cultural Assets Conservation Committee, which 
determines environmentally protected zones.

TÜBİTAK, the Scientific and Technological Research Council of 
Turkey, was already close to the government. Now that relationship 
has been reinforced and institutionalized. A triumvirate of president, 
prime minister and science minister will appoint some members of 
TÜBİTAK’s decision-making scientific board, and nominate its presi-
dent and two vice-presidents. The triumvirate lost no time, and on 
30 August it replaced the incumbent president with electrical engineer 
Yücel Altunbaşak, rector of the TOBB University of Economics and 
Technology in Ankara. The government will also have much more 
influence over the choice of other board members. 

At least TÜBİTAK is a state agency. It matters much more that the 
government is taking over TÜBA, which was founded in 1993 as an 
autonomous organization under the patronage of the prime minister. 
It has nearly 82 full members (from a total membership of 140) and has 
been doing all the things academies should do — including offering 
scientific advice to the government, publishing reports, and giving 
scholarships and awards. TÜBA has also been active in international 
organizations of academies such as the InterAcademy Panel, ALLEA 
(the organization of European academies) and the Association of 
Academies of Sciences in Asia (AASA). 

A June decree transferred TÜBA to the Ministry of Science, Industry  
and Technology. The current decree raises the number of full members 
to 150. One-third will be appointed by the government and one-third 
by YÖK, the Higher Education Council, most of whose members are 
in turn appointed by the government or president. 

The current decree also says that TÜBA will be involved in creating  
a series of basic-research institutes. What this means is unclear, 
because no budget for institutes has been announced, and the gov-
ernment has recently effectively closed down the only non-university 
basic-research institute, the Feza Gürsey Institute (see Nature 477, 
33; 2011). If the intention to create basic-research institutes were sin-
cere, it would be a welcome counterbalance to this government’s naive 

“The 
takeover 
must be 
challenged.”
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Brain burdens
Europe’s shocking statistics on neurological and 
mental disorders demand a shift in priorities.

Research to combat diseases, one would think, would be funded 
in proportion to the burden inflicted on the population. The 
reality is very different — witness the disparity between the 

huge burden caused by diseases in the developing world and the scant 
resources for research to tackle them.

Another disparity exists, and it is universal: the significant burden 
of mental and neurological illnesses of the human brain compared 
with the small proportion of research funds available to understand 
and treat them. Unlike cardiovascular disease and cancer, in most 
cases the burdens of brain disorders tend to manifest themselves in 
disabilities and in effects on the lives of the people afflicted and their 
carers, rather than in early deaths. That makes the footprint of these 
conditions harder to quantify. 

So it is particularly valuable that a group of brain specialists and 
statisticians has produced a new quantification of the burden of brain 
disorders across 30 European countries. Building on a previous study, 
they assessed more disorders, analysed the literature and consulted 
national experts to validate emerging perspectives. The result? A 
conservative estimate that, in a typical year, about 165 million people 
— 38% of the total population of these countries — will have a fully 
developed mental illness (H. U. Wittchen et al. Eur. Neuropsychophar-
macol. 21, 655–679; 2011).

The shocking statistics don’t end with prevalence. A good measure 
of disease burden is the disability-adjusted life year (DALY) — the 
person-years lost in a population owing to disability and shortened 
life. The authors establish brain disorders — both mental and neuro-
logical — as the greatest health burden on the population, comprising 
23.4% of all DALYs among men and 30.1% for women.

Many more men than women have alcohol-use disorders, especially 
in Eastern Europe; for both dementia and unipolar depression, the 
ratios of women to men are around two to one. The reasons for these 
latter gender differences are not understood, although depression 
among women seems to arise especially during their child-bearing 
years. The estimated number of people affected by major depression 
in the 30 countries studied is 30 million — the single greatest burden 
of all human diseases.

One piece of good news that emerges from the study is that the  
prevalence of individual conditions, alcoholism apart, has not grown 
in the past five years. The truly bad news is that only one in two people 
with a mental condition has ever received any professional attention, 
and that only 10% receive “notionally adequate” treatment — and then 
only after much delay following initial contact with health professionals.

What does this mean for research? The message for funding is clear: 
priorities need to shift. In financial terms, European research on brain 
diseases is much less-well supported than research on cancer, informa-
tion technology, agriculture and other areas (see go.nature.com/hr2jqp). 
The state of the science is such that it requires major investment in all 
aspects, from fundamental neuro science to psychological therapies.

There are subtler messages too. Research should target not only those 
brain diseases in which the prevalence in ageing populations will inevi-
tably increase, such as Alzheimer’s, but also the brains of young people, 
both healthy and ill. Many mental disorders emerge or begin to develop 
in the first two decades of life. Our knowledge of the healthy adolescent 
brain — a stage of still-active neural development — is rudimentary. 
The tantalizing prospect of therapeutic or preventive psychological or 
pharmaceutical interventions at such ages needs to be pursued. 

This will give rise to ethical quandaries — probabilistic labels of 
future psychiatric disorders and over-reliance on drugs are problem-
atic. But understanding how neural circuits develop in the young, 

and how environmental and innate influences 
combine to disrupt them, is one of the most 
fascinating and difficult scientific challenges of 
our time. The new study re-emphasizes just how 
urgent it is. ■

equivocally, as scientists do: climate is not weather, and although all 
extreme weather events are now subject to human influence, global 
warming driven by greenhouse gases cannot be said to ‘cause’ any 
specific manifestation of weather in a simple deterministic sense. 

Is that response enough? The question, after all, seems fair, given the 
dire warnings of worsening weather that are offered to the public as rea-
sons to care about global warming. It may irritate some scientists, but in 
fact the question can be seen as a vindication of their efforts to spread 
the message that the climate problem is a clear and present danger. Most 
people associate the climate with the weather that they experience, even 
if they aren’t supposed to. And they are right to wonder how and why 
that experience can, on occasion, leave their homes in pieces.

Given the growing interest, it is a good sign that scientists plan to 
launch a coordinated effort to quickly and routinely assess the extent to 
which extreme weather events should be attributed to climate change 
(see page 148). The ambitious idea is in the early stages, and its feasibil-
ity is yet to be demonstrated. It will require funding, access to climate 
data from around the world and considerable computer time. Fund-
ing agencies and climate centres must provide the necessary support.

As operational climate-attribution systems develop, it is important 
that they do not remain purely an academic exercise. To reach out to the 
public, attribution scientists could do worse than to ally themselves with 
meteorologists — including commercial providers of weather forecasts 
— to explain how climate change affects the risk of extreme weather. 
There is, after all, a lot of scope for the makers and presenters of daily 
weather reports to inform their listeners and viewers more solidly about 
consequences of climate change than they have chosen to do in the past. 

Climate scientists, too, have an obligation to provide more coherent 

answers to queries (or doubts) as to how global warming influences 
our weather. An attribution system with ample resources, running in 
near real time, could prevent scientists’ answers to those questions 
seeming either too cautious or too alarmist and speculative. It could 
also prevent the public from getting the (false) impression that climate 

research is confined to the virtual world of 
climate models and has little to offer when it 
comes to current reality, or that climate sci-
ence is a quasi-experimental field that yields 
scary but mostly unverifiable results. The 
service’s broad integration into people’s daily 
lives, through the old and new mass media, 
would be a good way to seed greater accept-
ance of climate scientists’ actual services to 

society and the problem of climate change. 
There are constraints here. Attribution is only as good as the models 

and statistics that power it — and the various existing climate models 
project different trends in future extremes in some regions. There is 
a lack, or poor availability, of long-term observational records, and of 
climate data with high spatial and temporal resolution. And however 
it develops, climate attribution will remain rooted in probabilities. Not 
even the most thorough study can work out with absolute confidence 
the exact fingerprint of global warming in a given weather event. 

What about Irene, then? A concerted attribution effort should help 
to resolve, in the not-so-distant future, the ongoing controversy over 
the effect of climate change on hurricane formation. Whatever the 
result, if the exercise can prevent people from building houses along 
the most vulnerable coastlines, it will be worth the effort. ■

“Most people 
associate the 
climate with the 
weather that 
they experience, 
even if they aren’t 
supposed to.”
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