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News notes

News Notes are compiled by John 
Hilton (hilton.john@gmail.com) 

Some of these items are taken 
from the EASE Journal Blog 
(http://esebookshelf.blogspot.
com) where full URLs may be 
found

CASE launched
The Council of Asian Science Editors 
(www.asianeditor.org) was launched in 
July, during the Asian Science Editors’ 
Conference and Workshop in Seoul, 
Korea. Emeritus Professor Jong Kyu 
Ha (Seoul National Unversity, Korea) 
was elected as the first president, 
and Professor Hyungsun Kim (Inha 
University, Korea) is the Secretary-
General. Science Editing is now the official 
journal of CASE (escienceediting.org). 
Inaugural members are 137 editors from 
21 countries. CASE aims to improve the 
quality of science journals published in 
Asia by consulting regulations on the 
editing and sharing of information.

Editors clash with publisher
The editorial board of the journal 
Prometheus: Critical Studies in 
Innovation (www.tandfonline.com/
cpro20) threatened to resign after its 
publisher, Taylor & Francis, intervened 
in the publication of an article 
(2013;31:229-239) that was critical of 
publishing industry practices. There 
was a long stand-off while the author 
and editor argued with the publisher 
about its requirement for large cuts 
to the article. The delay prompted the 
editorial board to publically threaten 
mass resignation, and the publisher 
eventually allowed publication with 
minor edits.

Clarity on authorship
Debate on authorship never goes 
away, and attempts to pin down ‘who 
did what?’ or ‘who is responsible for 
what?’ have been partially successful. 
The latest attempt to bring clarity 
comes from a team of researchers from 
Harvard University and the Wellcome 
Trust. They have developed a 14-point 
taxonomy that enables authors to 

define their contributions precisely 
and after gaining broad approval 
from 230 surveyed authors, the team 
hope to develop the taxonomy further 
in collaboration with standards 
groups. You can read more in Nature 
(2014;508:312).

The 1% of scientific publishing
A recent paper by John Ioannidis 
and colleagues in PLOS One 
(2014;9:e101698) claims that only 1% 
of scientists publish a paper every 
year. At the other end of the scale, 
about 3300 scientists publish ten or 
more papers a year. In a commentary 
in Science Insider (news.sciencemag.
org/scienceinsider; 11 July 2014) Prof 
Ioannidis calls for “more opportunities 
to a wider pool of scientists, especially 
younger ones, to help them secure 
continuity of productivity and 
excellence.”

Open access survey
In July, Taylor & Francis published 
a new survey of authors on attitudes 
to open access (www.tandfonline.
com/page/openaccess/opensurvey). 
The results could be compared with a 
similar survey done last year, and all 
the data tables have been published 
on Figshare (figshare.com). In general, 
authors had increased confidence in 
the benefits of open access compared 
with 2013, with continuing concerns 
about licensing options and poor-
quality journals.

Should research fraud be a crime?
A recent ‘head to head’ debate in The 
BMJ (2014;349:g4532) put the cases for 
and against the proposal that research 
fraud should be a crime.  Zulfiqar 
Bhutta (Toronto, Canada) says that 
criminal sanctions are needed to slow 
the increase in misconduct. Julian 
Crane (Wellington, New Zealand) 
counters this argument with the view 
that criminalisation is unlikely to work 
and may undermine trust. Where do 
you stand?

COPE case taxonomy
If you’ve ever had to deal with a 
tricky ethics issue, you may well have 

consulted the collected experience 
that is the Committee on Publication 
Ethics (COPE) cases database. COPE 
has now developed a taxonomy of 
cases (publicationethics.org/cope-
case-taxonomy), which as well as 
providing a quick way to browse cases 
also gives a useful overview of the field. 

OA resources
The Australian Open Access Support 
Group (AOASG) has published a series 
of valuable resources (aoasg.org.au/
resources) on various aspects of open 
access (OA). Topics covered include: 
OA statements, promotion of OA, 
understanding publisher agreements, 
repositories, OA journals, and metrics.

Peer review innovation
Frontiers (frontiersin.org), the open 
science platform acquired by Nature 
Publishing Group last year, has 
launched an Interactive Review Forum 
to “ease the collaborative dialogue 
between authors and reviewers”.  The 
system uses a range of digital tools to 
guide a fully collaborative peer review. 
SciRev (scirev.sc) offers the ability to 
share your experience with the peer 
review process with colleagues.

Peer review manipulation
The publisher SAGE is retracting 60 
articles from one of its journals after 
unearthing a “peer review and citation 
ring”. A 14-month investigation found 
that Peter Chen, formerly of National 
Pingtung University of Education, 
Taiwan, was strongly suspected of 
creating assumed and fabricated 
identities to manipulate SAGE’s online 
submission system for the Journal of 
Vibration and Control (jvc.sagepub.
com). Chen’s institution co-operated 
in the investigation, which also found 
that Chen was working with several 
other authors in a citation ring. You 
can read more on the Retraction 
Watch blog (retractionwatch.com; 8 
July 2014).
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