	Name – position
	Yes
	No
	Abstain

	Finney – ICS Chair
	X
	
	

	Peng – ICS Vice Chair

              and Cambrian
	X
	
	

	Bown – ICS Sec.-Gen.
	X
	
	

	Gibbard – Quaternary
	X
	
	

	Hilgen – Neogene
	
	X
	

	Molina – Paleogene
	X
	
	

	Primoli Silva - Cretaceous
	X
	
	

	Palfy – Jurassic
	X
	
	

	Balini – Triassic
	X
	
	

	Henderson – Permian
	X
	
	

	Richards – Carboniferous
	X
	
	

	Becker – Devonian
	X
	
	

	Melchin - Silurian
	X
	
	

	Harper – Ordovician
	X
	
	

	Gehling – Neoproterozoic
	X
	
	

	Van Kranendonk - Precambrian
	
	X
	

	Pratt – Strat Classif
	X
	
	

	Ogg – Strat Inf. Serv.
	X
	
	

	Total   
	16
	2
	0


Results of Second-Round Voting on Quaternary-Neogene-Pleistocene-Pliocene Redefinition.  All ballots received and votes compiled on 22 May 2009 by S. Finney.

Quaternary proposal received a 89% majority of yes votes.  Accordingly, the Quaternary proposal will be forwarded to the IUGS Executive Committee for ratification.

Comments

Balini:

This vote is in agreement with the opinion of the majority of the Commissione Italiana di Stratigrafia and of the AIQUA (Associazione Italiana per lo Studio del Quaternario).  On the contrary the Servizio Geologico d’Italia (ISPRA) is against the inclusion of the Gelasian into the Quaternary.

Becker:

The prolonged discussion required to learn much about stratigraphy in the younger part of Earth history, which was a very positive side aspect of the long and slightly painful process. I hope that this second round of vote will finally settle the problem, although many Neogene workers will not be satisfied. But they should eventually accept the vote in the interest of a stable and uniform timescale, the main goal of ICS. 

Henderson:

This will make a nice addition to the top of our time scale and I hope bring some closure to this controversy.

Ogg:

This will equate the beginning of the Pleistocene Epoch/Series with the historical use of Quaternary (beginning of first major continental glaciation; lowest widespread till and loess deposits, onset of traditional Ice Ages, etc.) as used by INQUA, Quaternary researchers and most geological survey maps.  The Pliocene/Pleistocene boundary will correspond closely to a fundamental change in the operation of Earth’s ocean-climate system and in the evolution of terrestrial fauna-flora (including early humans).  The series-boundary becomes a significant episode in Earth’s history, rather than the minor local Calabrian/Gelasian episode of migration of selected microfossils into the Mediterranean.

Peng:

I believe this is the best solution to the long-standing problems on the status, the concept, and the base of Quaternary.  Downward extension of Pleistocene would be inevitable and logical outcome in keeping the hierarchy of the International Stratigraphic Chart/Geological Time Scale.  Redefinition and formalization of the Quaternary, Pleistocene, Neogene, and Pliocene should be one of great contributions of the ICS to Geological Sciences. 
Van Kranendonk:

I have to agree with the principles of stratigraphy outlined by Aubry et al. (2009, in press) that the Neogene covers the period from the end of the Miocene to the recent, based on biostratigraphy. The Quaternary is a holdover from a past and different system and can be suitably accommodated by one of the compromise positions of the formal Neogene proposal (Hilgren et al., 2009).

