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discussion took place at Duke 
University, Durham, NC, USA on 
24 Feb 2012. Entitled “Transitions 
in Journal Publishing” the meeting 
was also recorded (tinyurl.com/ease-
news11) and reported (tinyurl.com/
ease-news12).

Finally, a paper by two researchers 
at the US National Institute of Mental 
Health, published in Frontiers 
in Computational Neuroscience 
(2011;5:55) puts forward a detailed 
proposal for a new approach to 
publishing that attempts to more 
efficiently marshall the energies and 
resources of authors, reviewers and 
editors by rearranging the process 
and the finances. See what you think.

Avian flu article debate 
Two articles reporting ways of 
mutating the infamous H5N1 
influenza virus were put under 
scrutiny when a US government 
body expressed concerns about the 
risks of publishing such sensitive 
information. The papers were 
submitted to (and accepted by) 
Nature and Science in November 
2011, but the journals were asked 
to withold publication by the US 
National Science Advisory Board 
for Biosecurity (NSABB). Both the 
authors and the NSABB argued their 
case in the two journals, but the 
matter seems to have been resolved 
by a World Health Organization 
panel, which has ruled that the 
articles should now be published in 
full after a reasonable delay.

How to repeat a citation
In academic book editing, there 
are numerous ways of shortening 
a citation after a first full mention. 
It varies between disciplines and 
publishers. While the simplest 
approach is “Name, short title, 
page number”, there are also the 
Latin constructions ‘ibid.’, ‘idem’, 
‘id.’ ‘op. cit.’, and ‘loc. cit.’, which can 
be confusing and obscure. A post 
by Carol Saller on the Chronicle 
of Higher Education’s Lingua 
Franca blog (chronicle.com/blogs/
linguafranca; 1 March 2012) explains 
the sometimes arcane rules regarding 
their usage and offers some useful 
guidance.

How to cite a tweet
With so much information exchange 
(and peer review) taking place on 
Twitter, editors may wonder how to 
cite a tweet. The Modern Language 
Association has guidelines on just 
that on its website (tinyurl.com/ease-
news13). Using this guidance, here is 
how a recent tweet from EASE should 
be cited: European Association of 
Science Editors (EASEeditors). “New 
EASE website launched” 6 Feb 2012, 
5:27 pm. Tweet. 

PEER End of Project conference
The PEER (Publishing and Ecology 
of European Research) project was 
set up to investigate the impact 
of systematic deposition of peer-
reviewed manuscripts into research 
repositories. Funded partly by the 
European Union, the project has 
involved collaboration between 
publishers, repositories and 
researchers and culminates in an End 
of Project Conference, to be held on 
29 May 2012 in Brussels, Belgium. 
You can find out more about the 
conference and the final report on the 
PEER website (www.peerproject.eu).

Retractions: correcting the record 
since 1756
Retractions play an important part 
in maintaining the integrity of the 
scientific record. While there are 
sometimes concerns about delays, 
incomplete invesigation and non-
adherence to guidelines, a recent 
citation analysis published in 
Research Policy (2012;41:276-290) 
and reported on the Society for 
Scholarly Publishing’s Scholarly 
Kitchen blog (scholarlykitchen.
sspnet.org; 29 Feb 2012) showed that 
retractions, at least in biomedicine, 
remain a viable, efficient way of 
informing the research community 
about invalid work. The study looked 
at authorship and citation patterns 
of retracted papers, compared with a 
control group, and noted a clear effect 
on the citation record.

Another finding of the study, 
reported by the Retraction Watch 
blog (retractionwatch.wordpress.
com; 27 Feb 2012) was the discovery 
of the earliest known English-
language scientific retraction notice. 

It was submitted over 250 years ago 
to the Philosophical Transactions 
of the Royal Society (1756;49:682-
683; doi:10.1098/rstl.1755.0107) by 
Benjamin Wilson, who wished to 
withdraw a previously expressed 
opinion on “minus electricity”.

Arabic research database
A new online database provides 
access to scientific research from Arab 
and Islamic countries. The database, 
called E-Marefa (www.e-marefa.net) 
was launched in January 2012 by the 
Jordan-based company Knowledge 
World Company for Digital Content. 
At launch the database included 
45,000 journal articles and reports 
in Arabic with English translations, 
as well as access to full-text articles 
from 450 journals, but the developers 
hope to expand coverage during 
2012. The database will include only 
peer-reviewed work, to counter a 
perception that publications from 
the Arab world are biased or of poor 
quality, and will be free for academic 
and healthcare organisations.

The Anywhere Article
Despite the numerous innovations 
in web design and technology and 
the versatility of HTML as a way of 
presenting text on the web, the PDF 
endures as a hugely popular format 
for scientific papers. One reason may 
be the lack of clutter, a side effect 
of all that design and technology 
innovation. While websites can offer 
all manner of tools and interactivity, 
the primary task when faced with a 
scientific paper is one of concentrated 
reading, avoiding distraction. In an 
attempt to combine the readability of 
the PDF with the benefits of HTML, 
Wiley-Blackwell has developed the 
‘Anywhere Article’ (tinyurl.com/
ease-news9). The aim is to have a 
PDF-like view that works on mobile 
platforms and also allows web-like 
enhancements and linking. Wiley-
Blackwell hopes to use the model on 
both Wiley Online Library and new 
mobile apps.
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Please write to annamaria.rossi@
iss.it if you wish to send new items 
or become a member of the EASE 
journal blog (http://ese-bookshelf.
blogspot.com) and see your 
postings published in the journal. 

EDITORIAL PROCESS

Fowler M. Peerage of Science: a 
publishing revolution? Theoretically 
Speaking Nature.com blog Jan 16, 2012 
A high number of scientists, coupled 
with the pressure to publish more 
(often smaller units of) science, 
is increasing the burden on peer 
reviewers. Peerage of Science (PoS) is 
a new initiative that aims to improve 
on some of the perceived problems 
with peer review, independently from 
journals and publishing houses. One 
of its goals is that of cutting down 
unnecessary repetition of effort in 
the review/editorial process to get the 
work published more easily. This post 
assesses the pros and cons of various 
aspects of the POS system from 
different points of view (authors, 
reviewers, and editors). 

Hartley J. Refereeing academic 
articles in the information age. 
British Journal of Educational 
Technology Epub 28 August 2011 
In this article some of the current 
practices used by editors, authors 
and referees when using electronic 
submission and publishing systems 
are discussed. The use of new 
technology increases the possibilities 
for gathering, analyzing and 
presenting summary data. The author 
believes that refereeing should be 
open, ie correspondence between 
editors, referees and authors should 
be open and available, and not private.
doi: 10.1111/j.1467-8535.2011.01211.x

ETHICAL ISSUES

Fang FC, Casadevall A, Morrison RP. 
Retracted science and the retraction 
index. Infection and Immunity 
2011;79(10):3855-3859 
To determine whether journals differ 

in frequency of retracted articles 
and whether there is a relationship 
between retraction frequency and 
journal impact factor, the authors 
carried out a PubMed search among 
17 journals. Using a novel measure, 
the “Retraction Index”, they found 
that the frequency of retraction varies 
among journals and that it shows a 
strong correlation with the journal 
impact factor.
doi: 10.1128/IAI.05661-11

Morgan C. Understanding the 
Creative Commons licence. Learned 
Publishing 2011;24(1):51-53 
This article explores some of the 
issues relating to the use of the 
Creative Commons (CC) licences. Six 
types of CC licences are described, 
from the least to the most restrictive. 
Each publisher needs to make his 
own decision about whether to use 
them according to their advantages 
and disadvantages, guided by the 
difference between “some rights 
reserved” and “all rights reserved”.
doi: 10.1087/20110108

Newman JC, Feldman R. Copyright 
and open access at the bedside. The 
New England Journal of Medicine 
2011;365:2447-2449 
What can researchers do to ensure 
that other colleagues can use clinician 
tools they developed to improve 
patient care? A good solution is that 
authors provide explicit permissive 
licensing, ideally with a form of 
copyleft. Any new tool developed 
with public funds should be required 
to use a copyleft or similar license to 
guarantee the freedom to distribute 
and improve it. Yet authors would 
maintain ownership and copyright 
of their tool and could profit by 
licensing it for a fee to commercial 
users or publishers.

Shields L, Hall J, Mamun AA. 
The “gender gap” in authorship 
in nursing literature. Journal 
of the Royal Society of Medicine 
2011;104(11):457-464 
There is gender bias in authorship in 
nursing journals in the UK similar to 

that observed in medicine, with more 
men than women as first or senior 
authors of articles. Despite the small 
proportion of men in the nursing 
workforce, up to 30% of first authors 
in 8 non-specialist nursing journals 
were men. UK journals were more 
likely to have male authors than USA 
journals, and this increased over time. 
doi: 10.1258/jrsm.2011.110015

Souder L. The ethics of scholarly peer 
review: a review of the literature. 
Learned Publishing 2011;24(1):55-72
This review attempts to track the 
various ethical issues that arise among 
key participants in peer review 
systems: authors, editors, referees, 
and readers. These issues include: 
bias, courtesy, conflict of interest, 
redundant publication, honesty, 
transparency, and training. The 
literature since 1998 has shown few 
changes in the traditional peer review 
system, and reviewers are still not 
compensated or trained. Emerging 
online technologies have created new 
possibilities, as well as new difficulties.
doi: 10.1087/20110109

Steen RG. Retractions in the 
medical literature: how many 
patients are put at risk by flawed 
research? Journal of Medical Ethics 
2011;37(11):688-692 
This article reports evidence that a 
large number of patients are put at 
risk by flawed research. The author 
evaluated 788 retracted English-
language articles published from 2000 
to 2010, describing new research 
with humans or freshly derived 
human material. Retracted papers 
were cited over 5,000 times, with 94% 
of citations being research related, 
showing that ideas promulgated 
in retracted papers can influence 
subsequent research.
doi: 10.1136/jme.2011.043133

Wilhite AW, Fong EA. Coercive 
citation in academic publishing. 
Science 2012;335(6068):542-543 
One side effect of impact factors is 
the incentive they create for many 
journal editors to coerce authors 
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to add citations to their journal. To 
explore the extent and nature of such 
coercive self-citation, the authors 
analyzed responses from a survey and 
journal-based data in some disciplines 
(economics, sociology, psychology, 
and multiple business disciplines). 
Results showed that coercion is 
uncomfortably common - especially in 
the business disciplines - and appears 
to be practiced opportunistically. 
Academic associations could help by 
officially condemning the practice.
doi: 10.1126/science.1212540

INFORMATION RETRIEVAL

Lehman R, Loder E. Missing clinical 
trial data. British Medical Journal 
2012;344:d8158 
A large proportion of evidence from 
human trials is unreported, and 
much of what is reported is done 
inadequately. Missing data about trials 
can harm patients, and incomplete 
data about benefits can lead to futile 
costs for healthy systems. Articles 
are listed that look closely at the 
extent, causes, and consequences 
of unpublished evidence from 
clinical trials. The authors advocate 
a retroactive disclosure of all clinical 
trial data and for developing better 
systems for the future.          
doi: 10.1136/bmj.d8158

Research Information Network 
(RIN), Publishing Research 
Consortium (PRC), Joint Information 
Systems Committee (JISC). Access to 
scholarly content: gaps and barriers. 
December 2011 
This report investigates and quantifies 
the extent to which members of 
different communities in the UK 
can gain ready access to formally-
published scholarly literature, in 
particular journal articles and 
conference proceedings. The 
findings are based on an online 
survey of researchers and knowledge 
workers from UK universities and 
colleges, medical schools, industry, 
and research institutes. This study 
provides hard factual evidence on 
the size and significance of gaps 
and barriers to accessing scholarly 
information.

LANGUAGE AND WRITING

Hartley J. New ways of making 
academic articles easier to read. 
International Journal of Clinical and 
Health Psychology 2011;12(1):141-158 
This article focuses on more recent 
techniques in writing academic 
journal articles that might help 
authors when writing and revising 
text, and readers appreciate what 
they are saying. In particular, new 
approaches to the presentation of 
titles, abstracts, reader guidance, 
introductions, methods, results, tables, 
figures, and conclusions are discussed.

Jamali H, Nikzad M. Article title 
type and its relation with the 
number of downloads and citations. 
Scientometrics 2011;88(2):653-661 
The authors wondered if the type 
of article title affects the number of 
citations and downloads an article 
receives. They found that articles with 
a question mark in their title tend to 
be downloaded more but cited less 
than descriptive or declarative titles. 
No significant correlation was found 
between title length and citation, 
whereas titles with a colon tend to 
receive fewer downloads and citations.
doi: 10.1007/s11192-011-0412-z

PUBLISHING

Bennett C, Khangura S, Brehaut JC, et 
al. Reporting guidelines for survey 
research: an analysis of published 
guidance and reporting practices. 
PloS Medicine 2011;8(8):e1001069 
The authors identified any previous 
relevant guidance and any evidence 
on the quality of reporting of survey 
research. The results of their study 
showed that guidance is limited and 
consensus lacking. They highlighted 
the need for clear and consistent 
reporting guidelines specific to 
survey research.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.1001069

Dallmeier-Tiessen S, Darby R, 
Goerner B, et al. Open access 
journals - what publishers offer, 
what researchers want. Information 
Services & Uses 2011;31:85-91 
This article describes the SOAP 
(Study of Open Access Publishing) 

project, which analyzed the current 
supply and demand situation in 
the open access (OA) journal 
landscape. Several sources of data 
were considered (DOAJ, journal 
websites, publishing industry) to map 
the present supply of online peer 
reviewed OA journals, and to assess 
the demand for OA publishing.
doi: 10.3233/ISU-2011-0624

Gasparyan AY. Familiarizing with 
science editors’ associations. 
Croatian Medical Journal 2011 
The role of editors’ associations 
is evolving to solve the numerous 
problems of efficient writing, 
editing, and publishing. This article 
presents activities carried out by 
some international science editors’ 
associations, that include developing 
standards and guidelines of science 
writing, editing, indexing, research 
reporting, peer review, editorial 
independence, and other editorial 
policies. They also play a central 
role by facilitating distribution 
of information and networking, 
conducting research, and publishing 
periodical literature.
doi: 10.3325/cmj.2011.52.735

Godlee F. Goodbye PubMed, hello 
raw data. British Medical Journal 
2011;342:d212
According to the Cochrane team, 
reviewers must have access to all 
unpublished data, not only from 
unpublished trials but also from those 
that have been published in peer 
reviewed journals. Reviewers must 
assess entire trial programmes, and 
if trial reports are incomplete, they 
should turn to reports from the drug 
regulators. Being as this approach 
is unsustainable across the whole 
of healthcare, the only real solution 
by the BMJ editor is that the raw 
data from trials must be made freely 
available. Journal editors have a key 
role to play in making this happen. 
doi: 10.1136/bmj.d212

Pettifer S, McDermott P, Marsh J. 
et al. Ceci n’est pas un hamburger: 
modelling and representing the 
scholarly article. Learned Publishing 
2011;24(3):207-220 
In spite of its apparent limitations, 

the PDF remains the favourite vehicle 
for distributing scholarly work, 
representing more than 80% of all 
downloaded content. This article 
introduces the Utopia Documents, 
a new free PDF reader developed by 
the authors. This software combines 
all the advantages of the PDF with the 
interactivity of a blog or Web pages. It 
reads a PDF much like a human does, 
recognizing document content and 
feature and ignoring less important 
artefacts and non-document content.
doi: 10.1087/20110309

RESEARCH EVALUATION

Abramo G, D’Angelo CA. Evaluating 
research: from informed 
peer-review to bibliometrics. 
Scientometrics 2011;87(3):499-514 
This article contrasts the peer review 
and bibliometrics approaches in 
the conduct of national research 
assessment exercises. The comparison 
is conducted in terms of the essential 
parameters of any measurement 
system: accuracy, robustness, 
validity, functionality, time and costs. 
Empirical evidence shows that for 
the natural and formal sciences, the 
bibliometric methodology is by far 
preferable to peer review.
doi: 10.1007/s11192-011-0352-7

Bornmann L, Marx W, Gasparyan AY 
et al. Diversity, value and limitations 
of the journal impact factor and 
alternative metrics. Rheumatology 

International ePub 23 December 2011 
This article discusses misuses of the 
journal impact factor (JIF) to assess 
impact of separate journal articles 
and the effect of several manuscript 
versions on JIF. This should not be 
used as a sole measure of a journal 
rank, but its limitations could be 
overcome by complementing it with 
new alternative journal metrics such 
as SCImago Journal Rank and the 
h-index. Examples of application of 
these new metrics in several subject 
categories are analyzed.
doi: 10.1007/s00296-011-2276-1

Shotton D. The Five Stars of Online 
Journal Articles - a framework for 
article evaluation. D-Lib Magazine 
Epub January/February 2012;18(1/2) 
The author proposes five factors - 
peer review, open access, enriched 
content, available datasets and 
machine-readable metadata - and 
a five-point scale for each of them, 
by which an online journal article 
can be evaluated. These five stars 
are complementary and provide a 
conceptual framework by which to 
judge the degree to which any article 
achieves or falls short of the ideal. 
doi: 10.1045/january2012-shotton

SCIENCE COMMUNICATION

Barend M, van Haagen H, Chichester 
C et al. The value of data. Nature 
Genetics 2011;43(4):281-283 
Data citation and the derivation of 

semantic constructs directly from 
datasets have now both found their 
place in scientific communication. 
This article proposes a new way to 
represent data, information and, in 
particular, assertions in the form of 
nanopublications. A nanopublication 
is the smallest unit of publication: 
a single assertion associating two 
concepts by means of a predicate in 
machine-readable format with proper 
metadata on provenance and context.
doi: 10.1038/ng0411-281

Walport M, Brest P. Sharing research 
data to improve public health. The 
Lancet 2011;337(9765):537-539 
A group of major international 
funders of public health research 
have committed to work together 
to increase the availability of data 
emerging from their funded research, 
in order to accelerate advances in 
public health. A joint statement of 
purpose sets out the principles and 
goals through which the organizations 
will work to further this shared vision.
http://www.wellcome.ac.uk/About-us/
Policy/Spotlight-issues/Data-sharing/
Public-health-and-epidemiology/
WTDV030690.htm
doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(10)62234-9

Thanks to Paola De Castro and John 
Glen for suggestion of new items.

Anna Maria Rossi 
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Book Reviews

This is one volume in a series of guides “intended for copy-
editors and proofreaders, both practicing and potential, and 
other people involved in publishing, whether in the formal 
or informal sectors”.  Other titles previously published are 
Starting Out: Setting up a small business; Editor 
and Client: Building a professional relationship and 
Developing a Marketing Strategy: Cost-effective ways 
to market your editorial business. Authors are typically 
senior members of the SfEP.

This latest guide gives a brief overview of the basics of a 
style guide, usefully pointing out what its function is and what 
elements it should contain. Not only does it cover how to use 
a house style it also offers good advice on how to create one if 

Your House Style, Christina Thomas, available from the Society for Editors and Proofreaders (SfEP), ISBN 978-0-
9563164-0-0, 21pp

none is provided, covering the essential components such as 
capitalization, abbreviations and acronyms, lists and references 
among many others. There is a brief section on Web style 
guides – an area still in its infancy – and some useful pointers 
are provided on style conventions in this newer medium.  The 
final chapter consists of several pages describing standard 
publishing reference works and other published style guides 
for more detail on discipline-specific style points. Taking only 
a few minutes to read from cover to cover this guide is a handy 
resource for writers and editors alike.
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