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The price of change
Council decided in May that
subscriptions, the membership
database and finances will be
handled completely in-house as
soon as possible. However, the
transition has proved to be more
complicated than expected. We
again ask you all to be patient
during the interim. For example,
the processing of credit cards and
invoices cannot continue until
some unexpected problems have
been solved.

Membership matters
Have you forgotten to inform the
Secretary of a change in address or
other contact information?
Invoices for 2004 will be going out
shortly, and this information is
vital. Also, anyone who thought
they had supplied this information
in the spring or summer but finds
they have not been listed in
“Membership list additions and
changes” at the end of this or the
previous issue (vol. 30, August
2004) should contact the Secretary
now (ease@pp.inet.fi). The
transition from our former
subscription agent to the Secretary
may have caused some
interference.

Secretary’s change in contact
information
The Secretary has a new telephone
number (+358 30 474 8644) and a
new fax number (+358 30 474 8606). 
In addition, although the previous
e-mail address still operates, her
direct e-mail address is ease@
pp.inet.fi. You may find this useful
if you have trouble contacting her.

New approach to be used in the
Kraków conference
The Programme Committee has
decided on a new approach for
EASE’s forthcoming conference in
Kraków, “The Culture of Science
Editing”, 15–18 June 2006. See the
report in “News from the
Programme Committee” (p. 138,
this issue) to find out more about it
and to read a discussion of why
this approach has been adopted. 

Second EASE seminar and next
AGM
Don’t forget to reserve 29 April
2005 for a day in Barcelona.
Remedios (Reme) Melero (rmelero
@iata.csic.es) is busy planning the
Second Annual EASE Seminar
around the theme of information-
seeking habits in the world of
science.  Keep an eye on the EASE
web page for more developments.
More information will also be
available in the February issue of
European Science Editing. In
addition, Reme would welcome
any suggestions you may have for
topics for future seminars. You can
contact her directly using the
e-mail address above.

Contributions for the February
issue
Contributions for the next issue of
European Science Editing are invited 
and should be sent to the
appropriate member of the
Publications Committee (see left,
and see instructions to authors on
the EASE web site: www.ease.org.
uk/). The deadline for the February 
issue is 15 December 2004 (but 15
November 2004 for articles).
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Ed i to rial

Who will pay for open ac cess?

Hervé Maisonneuve
Pub lic Health Department, Paris 7 Uni ver sity, Hôpital Fernand Widal, 200 rue du Fau bourg St Denis, 75010 Paris,
France; hervemaison@wanadoo.fr

In 1991, the BMJ marked its 150th anni ver sary with a
meet ing of lead ing edi tors and pub lished the
pro ceed ings as a book with 17 chap ters con trib uted by 
the par tic i pants [1]. At that time, there were nei ther
spec u la tions nor pre dic tions regard ing the changes to
be expected in the coming decade. The new elec tronic
world of pub lish ing emerged towards the end of this
period and now, more than ten years later, it is likely
that no one knows pre cisely how many sci en tific
e-journals there are. The many forms and pos si bil i ties
pre sented by pub lish ers, librar i ans, and infor ma tion
spe cial ists were described and dis cussed at the EASE
sem i nar in May 2004 [2]. Among these devel op ments
are many that are customized, for exam ple for a given
coun try or even con ti nent. The Vir tual Health Library
for Latin Amer ica is an exam ple.

Spec u la tions and debates are rife when ever authors, 
edi tors, librar i ans and pub lish ers give their often
diver gent views on the future, whether at joint
meet ings or sep a rate ones. No one can real is ti cally
pre dict the future. If access to infor ma tion and its use
and han dling of that infor ma tion con tinue to evolve at
this rate, or if it accel er ates, can we pre dict how
infor ma tion will be spread or used by 2010? Will mere
humans cope with what tech ni cal prog ress yields?
The response is prob a bly yes, but how?

Before any more spec u la tions on this point are
launched, an over view of the pres ent sit u a tion is
needed. Accord ing to a report com mis sioned by the
Wellcome Trust [3] the costs of pub lish ing have
decreased by 30%, thanks to the new tech nol o gies.
New pub lish ers com pete suc cess fully with
estab lished pub lish ers and part of the work load has
been trans ferred to devel op ing coun tries. It is
spec u lated, amongst other things, that access to
infor ma tion could be free to any body any where [4]
and an unlim ited volume of infor ma tion will be
gen er ated with less qual ity con trol.

Other ques tions have been for mu lated for which no
answers are yet forth com ing. Among these are: Who

pays for the open access? Will users’ behav iour
evolve to match the tech ni cal devel op ments? How
about the gen er a tion gap? Will we still dis tin guish
between the “devel oped” and the ”devel op ing”
world if infor ma tion truly becomes uni ver sally
avail able? What will be the fate of pub lish ers and
librar ies?

What ever the answers to all these ques tions, there
will be costs, or in other words money will be needed. 
No matter how sym pa thetic or benev o lent pub lish ers 
are, “they still are in busi ness to make at least a
modest sur plus, and some one has to pay some where
along the line. What are the pos si ble options?” [5].
Will the authors help to meet the costs? Will
pub lish ers help, or the soci ety to which an author
belongs? The pos si bil ity of open access and its
con se quences for all aspects of pub lish ing is the
thread con nect ing the ques tions regard ing the future.
To quote again: “open access will come at a cost.”[5].

To return to the open ing thought of this edi to rial,
the prog ress, and qual ity, of sci en tific com mu ni ca tion 
and pub lish ing are ulti mately a func tion of eco nomic
aspects, not only national but world wide.

Acknowl edge ment
Many thanks to Marie-Louise Desbarats-Schonbaum
for her help in pre par ing this edi to rial.
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Ar ti cle

New mod els for pub lish ing and ac a demic ini tia tives from a li brar ian’s
point of view*

Ingegerd Rabow
Head Of fice, Lund Uni ver sity Li braries, PO Box 134, SE-221 00 Lund, Swe den; Ingegerd.Rabow@lub.lu.se

As it is the part of a mineralist, both to dis cover new mines, and to work those that are already
dis cov ered … so I esteem, that it becomes a nat u ral ist, not only to advise hypoth e ses and

exper i ments, but to exam ine and improve those that are already found out. [1]

The notion that sci en tific results must be pub lished
and avail able for public exam i na tion and crit i cism
has become self-evident and part of the very idea of
sci ence — but “Between the idea and the real ity . . .
falls the shadow.”[2]

This shadow is well known to the library
com mu nity but is still little known or recognized by
uni ver sity chan cel lors, pro vosts and research ers. The
main issues are the fol low ing:

Today, a few very large com pa nies dom i nate the
market for schol arly com mu ni ca tion. New and
com pli cated con di tions for own er ship and licens ing
of e-content have been intro duced, together with
elab o rate and very expen sive pric ing models. One of
the con se quences has been a grow ing gap between
price and abil ity to pay, caus ing even large and
well-funded uni ver sity librar ies to recon sider their
deals with pub lish ers. A yearly sub scrip tion to a
jour nal in the STM area may well cost more than a
new Toyota. There seems to be no obvi ous reason for
the very high prices charged, as many stud ies have
been able to show a lack of cor re la tion between price,
qual ity as per ceived by research ers, and cost [3].

Another phe nom e non dis tort ing the sci en tific
com mu ni ca tion market is related to “brand ing”.
Branding per me ates our modern soci ety, and cars,
cloth ing and sci en tific jour nals are mar keted
accord ing to the same prin ci ples. For jour nal
brand ing, impact fac tors are of cen tral impor tance. A
strong brand inspires con sumer con fi dence
regard less of the actual qual ity of the par tic u lar
prod ucts. Like wise, a pub li ca tion in a lead ing
high-impact jour nal may rou tinely be regarded as
more impor tant than a sim i lar arti cle pub lished in a
less prom i nent forum. At the same time, it is well
known that the sci en tific impact of indi vid ual arti cles
cor re lates very weakly with the impact of the jour nal
[4]. Apart from inspir ing con fi dence, brand ing is
used to estab lish con sumer loy alty. Pub lishers have
been trying hard to tie cus tom ers to their respec tive
jour nal pack ages, which could obvi ously create
bar ri ers to the flow of infor ma tion.

Finally, while they greatly increase the pos si bil i ties
for sci en tific com mu ni ca tion, recent devel op ments in

pub li ca tion tech nol ogy have also, par a dox i cally,
cre ated new poten tial obsta cles. It seems that
prof it abil ity in the pub lish ing busi ness increases with
the amount of feed back and con trol of usage avail able
to pub lish ers. Thus, not only copy ing but also things
like read ing or search ing might be charged for.

We appear to have reached a sit u a tion where we
have high prices versus high ideals and con trol versus 
tra di tional aca demic free dom. What would serve soci -
ety best: sci en tific infor ma tion treated as a common
good or as a com mod ity priced per Least Prof it able
Unit? Would we want to summon up the
communalism ethos of sci ence, as Robert K Merton
called it in his CUDOS norms (“uni ver sal ism,
communalism, dis in ter est ed ness, and orga nized
skep ti cism”) in 1942 [5]?

It has been argued that we are faced with another
exam ple of the trag edy of the com mons: indi vid ual
inter ests are in con flict with what might in a longer
per spec tive be con sid ered a public or common good.
Can the library com mu nity take on a role as a
guard ian of the schol arly com mons, and will it do so
[6]?  Librar ians have always had the respon si bil ity for
pro vid ing access to schol arly infor ma tion and
knowl edge and they can be regarded as ”consumer
ombudsmen” work ing for the inter ests of research ers, 
teach ers, stu dents, and the gen eral public.

Aware ness ini tia tives in Swe den
The Nordic Con fer ence on Schol arly Com mu ni ca tion
series
From its cre ation in May 2001 the Head Office at Lund 
Uni ver sity Libraries (HO-LUB) has been engaged in
the devel op ment of schol arly com mu ni ca tion. In
Octo ber 2002 the Nordic Con fer ence on Schol arly
Communication was arranged, the first in a bian nual
series. The second was held in April 2004 and the next, 
NCSC2006, will be held in Lund on 24–25 April 2006
(www.lub.lu.se/ncsc2006/).

ScieCom — a Swed ish Resource Centre for Sci en tific
Com mu ni ca tion
The crisis in sci en tific com mu ni ca tion and the
ongo ing intense dis cus sions about new pub lish ing
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models cried for some def i nite actions. HO-LUB
launched later in the same year as NCSC the idea of
estab lish ing ScieCom, a Swed ish Resource Centre for
Sci en tific Com mu ni ca tion  (www.sciecom.org).

National fund ing was granted by BIBSAM — the
Royal Library’s Depart ment for National
Co-ordination and Devel op ment. ScieCom is work ing
with a net work of rep re sen ta tives from all Swed ish
uni ver sity and col lege librar ies and from uni ver sity
admin is tra tions and fund ing organizations. It is
co-funded by Lund Uni ver sity Libraries (LUB) and
has its admin is tra tive and coordinating base at
HO-LUB.

ScieCom pro vides struc tured infor ma tion about
new devel op ments in schol arly pub lish ing and strives 
to stim u late dis cus sion and debate and  inspire new
stra te gic plans for Swed ish higher edu ca tion librar ies
to work more actively together with their uni ver si ties
on alter na tive pub lish ing models.

The three key areas for ScieCom are: 
• Open access: busi ness mod els, costs,

de vel op ments;
• In tel lec tual prop erty rights: model copy right

li censes, na tional and in ter na tional law, con tent
con trol, li censes and con tracts;

• Qual ity con trol and eval u a tion: peer re view,
im pact fac tors in a new pub lish ing en vi ron ment,
bibliometric anal y ses, fi nanc ing of re sults.

In March 2004 ScieCom launched its own open
access pub li ca tion, ScieCom info (ISSN 1652-3202;
www.sciecom.org/sciecominfo/), with the aim of
disseminating infor ma tion about open access and
other impor tant devel op ments to a broad audi ence.
ScieCom info intends to pub lish six issues per year in
both Eng lish and Swed ish (with abstracts in Eng lish). 
Arti cles need to be short enough to be easily read on
screen. Each issue pres ents at least four invited
arti cles plus news, com men tar ies and inter views.
Authors retain their copy right but grant all users
per mis sion to down load, copy, print, dis trib ute and
dis play the mate rial, on con di tion that author
attri bu tion is clearly stated. The integ rity of the text is 
invi o la ble and con tri bu tions cannot be used in an
edited form with out per mis sion being obtained from
the author.

Report from the Asso ci a tion of Swed ish Uni ver sities
and Uni ver sity Col leges
In Sep tem ber 2003 a report com mis sioned by the
Asso ci a tion of Swed ish Uni ver sities and Uni ver sity
Col leges (SUHF) was pub lished: “Roads for
knowledge – the need for a new strat egy for
uni ver si ties and their librar ies” (trans lated title) [7]. 
This report made sev eral rec om men da tions on the
devel op ment of strat e gies for schol arly
com mu ni ca tion and the roles of uni ver si ties and their
librar ies. These rec om men da tions are in many
respects sim i lar to those made by the UK House of
Com mons Sci ence and Tech nol ogy Com mit tee in its
report of 20 July 2004 [8].

The SUHF report rec om mends the creation of
pro fes sional pub lish ing ser vices within uni ver si ties
and university col leges (Buda pest Open Access
Ini tia tive 1). Libraries are seen as the nat u ral choice for 
that ser vice; there is a need to inves ti gate and eval u ate

cur rent research assess ment and eval u a tion sys tems,
and uni ver si ties are rec om mended to draft and
imple ment new agree ments on intellectual prop erty
rights to secure the rights of research ers to pub lish
and archive pub li ca tions on uni ver sity serv ers.

Open access
The fun da men tal prin ci ple in tra di tional copy right
law has been the bal anc ing of inter ests between
rights hold ers and infor ma tion users. This bal ance is
now moving in favour of rights holders. In the dig i tal
envi ron ment the Prin ci ple of First Sale has been lost
and strong busi ness inter ests have man aged to bring
about much leg is la tive change. All of the six rel e vant
direc tives adopted by the EU since the 1990s have
strength ened the posi tions of the rights hold ers and
weak ened those of the users. “Open access
pub lish ing is just about the only hope users have if
they want to escape from this trap” [9].

The open access move ment has defined two roads
to open access: self-archiving in insti tu tional or
sub ject repos i to ries and pub lish ing in open access
jour nals.

Insti tu tional repos i to ries
It is stra te gi cally impor tant for uni ver si ties to
increase the vis i bil ity and thereby the impact of their
research output. Com pre hen sive list ings of their
schol arly pro duc tions are required for evaluative
pur poses. Ideally the full text of the arti cles should be 
avail able and authors should retain their copy right,
or at least get per mis sion to archive or post their
ref er eed post-prints on uni ver sity serv ers.

To sup port research ers in their con tacts with
pub lish ers and jour nals a task force at Lund
University, with rep re sen ta tives from the Law
Fac ulty, the Uni ver sity Legal Depart ment and the
Library Head Office, has pro posed two model
licenses for the uni ver sity: one between authors and
pub lish ers and the other between authors and the
uni ver sity (for pub lish ing in the university
repos i tory) (see www.lu.se/jurenh/INTERN/avtal.
html).

The License to Pub lish states that authors should
retain their copy right and have the right to pub lish or 
archive their ref er eed arti cles on the uni ver sity
domains or in a pub licly acces si ble sub ject repos i tory
such as arXiv.org and in a future doc toral thesis or
dis ser ta tion, pro vided that the author acknowl edges
the orig i nal pub li ca tion in stan dard bib lio graphic
cita tion form. No alter ation to the arti cle can be made
with out con sult ing the author.

The JISC Pro ject RoMEO (Rights Metadata for
Open Archiving) web site at www.sherpa.ac.
uk/romeo.php main tains a con stantly updated list of
pub lish ers´ and jour nals´ atti tudes to pre- and
post-print pub li ca tion. Cur rently 91% of jour nals
(n=8860) are “green”, i.e. allow either pre- or post-
print; 69% allow post-print and 22% pre-print
pub li ca tion by authors.

Lund Uni ver sity has built an open access
ini tia tive-com pli ant insti tu tional repos i tory,
LU:research, a single entry point for research
pro duced by research ers affil i ated to Lund
(http://lu-research.lub.lu.se/).
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One spin-off has been the monthly Lund Vir tual
Med i cal Jour nal (http://lvmj.medfak.lu.se). This
started as a response to the need to increase the
vis i bil ity of ongo ing research at the Fac ulty of
Med i cine. The jour nal has an edi to rial group which
each month high lights an arti cle of sci en tific inter est.
The organization of the bib lio graphic infor ma tion
and of the open access full-text arti cles in the jour nal
is based on bib lio graphic reg is tra tion and
self-archiv ing in the insti tu tional elec tronic archive of
Lund University, LU:research.

Open access jour nals
The other road to open access is pub lish ing in open
access journals. But what are they, how do they work
and, most impor tant, how can they be found? In May
2003 a one-stop shop for open access jour nals was
launched by HO-LUB. DOAJ — the Direc tory of
Open Access Jour nals (www.doaj.org/) — pro vides a
com pre hen sive data base of open access sci en tific and
schol arly jour nals. DOAJ has strict selec tion cri te ria
for inclu sion of jour nals. They must offer open access
to all con tent from the day of pub li ca tion, have
sci en tific or schol arly con tent, and use peer review or
other edi to rial qual ity con trol.  DOAJ, using what is
known as a Buda pest-Bethesda-Berlin def i ni tion,
defines open access jour nals as those using a fund ing
model that does not charge read ers or their
insti tu tions for access. User per mis sion to read,
down load, copy, dis trib ute, print, search, or link to
the full texts of these arti cles (com pli ance with the
Buda pest Open Access Ini tia tive is man da tory for
jour nals included in DOAJ).

DOAJ is Open URL-compliant and covers all
lan guages and all sub jects. Searching at arti cle level
was intro duced this spring. At pres ent 330 of the 1300
jour nals from around 800 pub lish ers have deliv ered
metadata for around 60 000 articles. DOAJ does not
host the con tent itself but pro vides basic infor ma tion
and metadata: the title, authors’ names, abstract, key
words, and so on. The index is avail able for OAI
har vest ing by ser vice pro vid ers, thus making wider
dis sem i na tion pos si ble. Our long-term plan is to help
all these smaller pub lish ers to be more vis i ble and to
train and assist them to oper ate pro fes sion ally.

Responses from the DOAJ jour nals have been very
pos i tive — they have expe ri enced increased usage. In
July 2004 the ser vice was accessed by 40 000 dis tinct
hosts from about 140 coun tries. Aca demic library
cat a logues have inte grated the DOAJ data base into
their own cat a logues so that all open access jour nals
can be found in one place.

There is a need for a sim i lar Direc tory of Open
Archives with sim i lar strict selec tion cri te ria and
HO-LUB is cur rently work ing on that. In the Lund
ELIN@ ser vice, open access jour nals and archives and 
infor ma tion from dif fer ent sources are inte grated in
the same search inter face, so the ground is already
pre pared.

ELIN@ — inte grat ing end-user access and effi cient
man age ment resources
The Elec tronic Library Infor ma tion Nav i ga tor
(ELIN@) was cre ated by HO-LUB in 2001 to pro vide
user-friendly inte grated cross-searchable access to
mul ti ple e-resources and thus increase their vis i bil ity.
Table of con tents alerts, selec tive dis sem i na tion of
infor ma tion and other ser vices are pro vided.
Arti cle-level metadata, includ ing abstracts, come
from pub lish ers. Ini tially some pub lish ers were
reluc tant to deliver metadata, but they have now
come to realize the con sid er ably increased usage that
results from their inclu sion in ELIN@ searches that
cover the whole gamut of pub lisher con tent — and all
the large pub lish ers are included. ELIN@ is a
prod uct-neu tral pre sen ta tion of resources. Most of the 
con tent is licensed but the number of open access
resources is increas ing. All the jour nals in the DOAJ
are included, together with arti cles from such open
archives as arXiv.org and Cogprints.

ELIN@ has a built-in Open URL-based inter link ing
func tion al ity that ensures dynamic link ing between
the metadata and the URL of the full text at the
pub lisher or aggregator site, but the system also
works with other brands of Open URL-linking (see
http://pluto.lub.lu.se/about/one.html).

Nordic co op er a tion
As with all small lan guage groups, Nordic lan guage
jour nals have prob lems in reaching a wider audi ence.
The stan dards and levels of jour nal index ing vary
con sid er ably, and national arti cle indi ces lack
selec tion cri te ria and accepted meth ods of prac tice.
The total number of pub li ca tions cannot be
ascer tained and national research doc u men ta tion
sys tems are based on self-reporting. Inter na tional
indi ces such as ISI cover less than 50% of Nordic
arti cles in the human i ties and social sci ences and
cov er age of pan-Nordic jour nals is inad e quate. These
prob lems have led to the con clu sion that Nordic
research needs more effi cient means in order to
become more vis i ble. A joint Nordic infor ma tion
resource might be the answer. Can Nordic research be
pro moted via open access jour nals?

The Coun cils for Research in the Human ities and
Social Sci ences in Den mark, Fin land, Norway, and
Sweden had appointed a joint board, the Nordic
Board for Pub lishing in the Human ities and Social
Sci ences (NOP-HS), for the pur pose of allo cat ing
grants to Nordic peri od i cals in the human i ties and
social sci ences. In 2003 NOP-HS pub lished a report on
scholarly pub lish ing [10] as a result of which NOP-HS
appointed a task force charged with pre par ing a
proposal to the Nordic Coun cil for fund ing. The four
Nordic coun tries were rep re sented by one
rep re sen ta tive each: the Danish Library Author ity
(Copen ha gen), the Nor we gian Insti tute for Studies in
Research and Higher Edu ca tion-NIFU (Oslo), the
Swed ish School of Eco nom ics and Busi ness
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(Hel sinki), and HO-LUB (Sweden).
The final pro ject pro posal was named “NOP-e.net: a

Nordic coop er a tion”, and its main objec tive is to
create a common Nordic portal for schol arly arti cles
pub lished by national and Nordic schol arly net works,
soci et ies and pub lish ers in the human i ties and social
sci ences. The pro posal also rec om mends the cre ation
of a Nordic knowledge network based on coop er a tion
with National Knowl edge Cen tres. Another
impor tant goal is to pro vide more reli able data for
research eval u a tion and financ ing.

Other goals are to offer pub li ca tion tools, to
con trib ute to the devel op ment of net works for qual ity
con trol and peer review, to pre serve the Nordic
lan guages as research lan guages where rel e vant, to
make Nordic research acces si ble via abstract ser vices,
to find new models for coop er a tion between learned
soci et ies and research librar ies, to find new models for 
coop er a tion between learned soci et ies and national
librar ies for retro-digitization and archiv ing, and,
finally, to create open access to schol arly infor ma tion.
The fund ing appli ca tion is making its rounds; it has
obtained pre lim i nary approval and is cur rently
wait ing for a final deci sion.

Sum mary
The new pub lish ing envi ron ment pres ents
con sid er able chal lenges for the research and library
com mu ni ties. In the Nordic coun tries a number of
ini tia tives have been under taken, or are under way,
aimed at overcoming var i ous bar ri ers to sci en tific
com mu ni ca tion. This work has required new forms
of coop er a tion between active research ers and
infor ma tion pro fes sion als. ScieCom, the Swed ish
Resource Centre for Sci en tific Com mu ni ca tion, was
estab lished in Lund to pro vide struc tured
infor ma tion on the main aspects of schol arly
pub lish ing and to inspire new ini tia tives from
uni ver si ties and their librar ies. Open access,
intel lec tual prop erty issues, qual ity con trol and
eval u a tion are key areas. Stra te gic and tech ni cal
plan ning for insti tu tional repos i to ries at Swed ish
insti tu tions is well under way. DOAJ, the Direc tory of 
Open Access Jour nals, has been a tre men dous
suc cess and has led to the inte gra tion of open access
jour nals in library cat a logues all over the world.
Inte gra tion, pub lisher neu tral ity and increased
vis i bil ity for open access resources are key issues
behind the devel op ment of the ELIN@ ser vice. To
improve vis i bil ity and access is also a driv ing force
behind the NOP-e.net pro ject for estab lishing a joint
Nordic infor ma tion resource.

There is noth ing more dif fi cult to plan, more doubt ful of suc cess, nor more dan ger ous
                       to manage, than a cre ation of a new order of things. [11]
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Cor re spon dence

What kind of ed i to ri als do we want?

What is an edi to rial? There is the offi cial kind, the
noun as defined by the Con cise Oxford Dic tio nary (“a
news pa per arti cle writ ten by or on behalf of an editor,
esp. one giving an opin ion on a top i cal issue”). There
is also the editor’s per sonal look at the con tents of the
jour nal issue in ques tion. The first sort is a rel a tively
new part of ESE, with the sec tion “From the edi tors’
desks” pro vid ing an extra means of com mu ni ca tion
between read ers and Coun cil.

In the first or clas si cal type of edi to rial the reader is
plunged into a think ing exer cise instead of first going 
for a look around. This kind of edi to rial is not
nec es sar ily writ ten by the editor but may have guest
con tri bu tors. Is this why news pa pers place their
edi to rial col umns in the middle of the paper, to be
read once the reader has become involved and is
ready for expo sure to some one’s mus ings, as
opposed to yet another col lec tion of facts?

Cor re spon dence 116 European Science Editing November 2004; vol. 30(4)

http://www.econ.ucsb.edu/%7Etedb/Jour
http://www.suhf.se/pdf/Biblioteksrapporten.pdf
http://www.sciecom.org/sciecominfo


In the other sort of edi to rial, the reader is taken on a
tour of items the editor found worthy of men tion. It is
a wel come-mat for pro spec tive read ers. The
assump tion is that the reader picks up the jour nal, has 
a quick look at the contents list, then goes on to what
could be seen as a con ver sa tion with the editor. You
are invited to come and have a look, see what the
editor truly thinks about a cer tain point, or what the
editor some how reacted to. The result is a bit like

walk ing through a house with the owner: there is
famil iar ity, but with sur prises along the way.

Is the pres ence of an “offi cial” edi to rial a sign that
EASE and hence the read ers of ESE have reached a
stage where we seek not only strictly edi tor-related
infor ma tion but are open to and even enjoy read ing
and think ing about slightly periph eral issues?

Marie-Louise Desbarats-Schönbaum
desbarats@planet.nl

A new mech a nism for peer review
Per haps it is not quite proper to adver tise one's own
work, but I think read ers of Euro pean Sci ence Editing
are inter ested in alter na tive schol arly pub li ca tion
models like the one I pro posed recently (Mizzaro
2003).

My pro posal starts from an anal y sis of peer review,
on which schol arly com mu ni ca tion is based. In my
opin ion, although peer review is a sat is fac tory
solu tion it is far from per fect, and the arrival of the
internet opens up new pos si bil i ties. My paper
describes a novel mech a nism that improves or
replaces peer review by exploit ing a usu ally
neglected resource: the knowl edge readers have of
the papers they read. 

I pro pose a novel mech a nism in which papers,
authors, and read ers are assigned a numer i cal score
express ing their qual ity: good papers (pos i tively
judged by the read ers), authors (who write good
papers), and read ers (who express good judg ments)
have a higher score than bad ones. Sev eral
mech a nisms based on “democ racy” — letting the
reader decide what to read — have been pro posed in
the past. The novel aspect in my pro posal is that

read ers’ judg ments are eval u ated and this feed back is
exploited both to weight read ers’ judg ments —
judg ments by good read ers are more impor tant than
judg ments by bad read ers — and to induce the
read ers to express cor rect judg ments, since being a
good reader (judge) is an index of a good rep u ta tion.

As described in the paper, the results of a first
exper i men tal eval u a tion based on soft ware
sim u la tions are pos i tive: the system is robust and
resists mali cious strat e gies. How ever, no user study
has been per formed yet;  this is left for future work,
together with fur ther the o ret i cal anal y ses and
under stand ing of social accep tance.

Stefano Mizzaro
mizzaro@dimi.uniud.it
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From the lit er a ture

Use of au thor-nominated re view ers: an in for mal sur vey

Some edi tors ask authors to nom i nate indi vid u als
who might be suit able to review their sub mis sion or,
alter na tively, to iden tify any who should not review
it. How ever, jour nals rarely reveal what they do with
this infor ma tion and, if reviews are anon y mous,
authors may never dis cover whether their
sug ges tions were adopted. Prompted by ques tions
from par tic i pants at pub li ca tion work shops, I
decided to look into this prac tice. Two aspects seemed 
of par tic u lar con cern to poten tial authors. Some
won dered if author-nominated review ers were used
in addi tion to those chosen by the editor and might,
there fore, delay a deci sion on their paper. Others
were con cerned that edi tors would not honour their
request to avoid cer tain review ers but might, in fact,
approach these people in the hope of obtain ing a
par tic u larly tough review. I there fore posted
ques tions on the World Asso ci a tion of Med i cal
Edi tors (WAME) and EASE bul le tin boards.

I received replies from 16 med i cal and 8
non-medical (mainly biol ogy) jour nals. Of these, 14
permit authors to nom i nate review ers. How ever, this
is not a reli able guide to the pro por tion of jour nals
that ask authors to sug gest review ers, since, because
of the nature of my ques tions, such jour nals were
more likely to respond.

My ques tions revealed enor mous vari a tion in how
jour nals handle authors’ sug ges tions for review ers.
Approaches ranged from one set of bio med i cal
jour nals that require sug ges tions about review ers as a
con di tion for elec tronic sub mis sion, to edi tors who do 
not ask for sug ges tions and had never come across
occa sions when authors had ever nom i nated or
excluded review ers spon ta ne ously.

If jour nals did receive sug ges tions (either prompted 
or spon ta ne ous), pol i cies varied from includ ing one
reviewer from the author’s list most of the time, to
edi tors who viewed such sug ges tions with sus pi cion
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and would never con sider using them. Of the jour nals
that ask authors for sug ges tions, six used
author-nominated review ers for more than 50% of
sub mis sions and the others used them for 25–50% of
sub mis sions. Two edi tors stated that they used
authors’ sug ges tions pri mar ily to increase their
reviewer data base rather than in reviewing the paper
the sug ges tions accompany. 

Accord ing to the responses, use of author-
nom i nated review ers does not increase the number of
review ers per paper. How ever, most edi tors
com mented that they would never use only review ers
nom i nated by authors. Sev eral edi tors also men tioned
that authors often sug gested review ers who were
unsuit able because they were close col lab o ra tors or
worked at the same insti tu tion.

Most edi tors always honour authors’ requests to
avoid using a par tic u lar reviewer, but a few
men tioned excep tions such as when the reviewer was
clearly the one person most qual i fied to review the
paper, or deserved a right of reply. One com mented
that when he had checked the rea sons for request ing
exclu sion, they had always proved well-founded.

Only one jour nal has stud ied the char ac ter is tics of
author-nominated review ers sys tem at i cally, although
other stud ies are under way in at least two jour nals.
Earnshaw and col leagues at the Brit ish Jour nal of
Sur gery (BJS) asked authors to nom i nate review ers,
but informed authors that this was part of a trial and
that these reviews would not affect the fate of their
sub mis sion [1]. They com pared 98 pairs of reviews
from author-nominated and edi tor-selected
review ers. All used the jour nal’s stan dard eval u a tion
form which rates the paper’s orig i nal ity,
clin i cal/sci en tific impor tance, clar ity of pre sen ta tion
and data anal y sis on 4-point scales rang ing from
excel lent (1) to poor (4). Reviewers were also asked to
state whether the paper should be accepted with out
mod i fi ca tion (which was assigned a score of 1),
accepted with minor changes (2), required major
changes (3) or rejected (which scored 4).

Author-nominated review ers tended to assess
papers slightly more favour ably than those chosen by
the edi tors, but only the dif fer ence in rat ings for
sci en tific impor tance reached sta tis ti cal sig nif i cance
(mean score 2.34 versus 2.56, P=0.009). Author-

nom i nated review ers were also sig nif i cantly more
likely to rec om mend accep tance (mean score 2.51
versus 2.75 out of 4, P=0.029). From this, the BJS
edi tors con cluded that ”reports pro duced by ref er ees
selected by BJS edi tors were more crit i cal than those
chosen by authors of the papers” and used the results 
to jus tify their policy of not asking authors to sug gest
review ers. An alter na tive inter pre ta tion is that there
was very little dif fer ence between the two types of
reviewer, since it is argu able whether a dif fer ence of
0.22 on a 4-point rating scale is really mean ing ful and
the dif fer ences were sta tis ti cally sig nif i cant for only
one of four aspects. 

Clearly, fur ther research is needed to answer the
ques tion of whether using author-nominated
review ers affects the qual ity or tone of reviews, and it 
is pos si ble that the answers may differ across
dis ci plines and between jour nals. In the mean time,
edi tors’ views on the merits of author-nominated
reviews are polarized, as illus trated by the fol low ing
responses:

“I never would use an author’s sug ges tion for
ref er ees — in fact, the sug ges tion of poten tial ref eree
names from authors makes me sus pi cious that the
paper may have some prob lems, indi cat ing that they
want a less rig or ous ref eree.”

“With out excep tion, the reviews sub mit ted by
these [author-]rec om mended review ers were far
more crit i cal than those of the others . . . Not one of
these reviews was overly pos i tive.”

So, no clear pic ture emerges that applies to all, or
even most, sci en tific jour nals.  How ever, at least
when I tell my work shop par tic i pants that edi tors’
views and prac tices on author-nominated review ers
vary widely, I can now say this with author ity!

Liz Wager
Sideview
liz@sideview.demon.co.uk
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Re ports of meet ings

The es sen tial ed i tor — bridg ing the in-house–free lance di vide*

SfEP con fer ence for its cor po rate asso ci ates
10 May 2004; London, UK

It is a truism to say “most people in pub lish ing are
free lance”. In fact it may be an untruism. It is cer tainly
true that increas ing amounts of work are put out to

free lances, and this work needs more man age ment
than a simple phone call and a wodge of stamps to
ensure the parcel gets to its des ti na tion the next day.
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Man aging free lances
Cer tainly there are poten tial dif fi cul ties for
pub lish ers in employ ing freelancers, and Anne
Waddingham, who gave the first pre sen ta tion of the
day, began by run ning through them. Free lances can
be an unknown quan tity, maybe not avail able exactly
when you want them; there may be issues about
ensur ing consistency on a range of pub li ca tions
worked on by a vari ety of edi tors. Free lances need
man ag ing, talk ing to and instruc tion, and some
administration is involved when doing busi ness with
them. On the other hand, free lances offer spe cial ist
skills that pub lishers cannot afford to keep on the
books full-time, there are no over heads to be paid for
them, and no tire some staff apprais als need to be held 
for them. Free lances are not part of the com pany
cul ture and this can be a strength, bring ing fresh
think ing to an organization.

Before pick ing up the telephone, in-house staff
need to decide what aspects of a job to send out of
house, and how much con trol of the pro ject they wish
to retain. At one end of the spec trum they might give
the whole job to a pro ject man ager; at the other they
might manage it entirely them selves; and there are
stages in between.

Pub lishers are well advised to have an “A team” of
tried, tested and reli able free lances and a “B team” of
new talent to be nur tured and encour aged (that is,
given work and feed back) against the day one of the
A team departs for better pay or a haci enda in Spain.

There was some dis cus sion about how to find
free lances. Of course the SfEP Directory is immensely
useful. No one pres ent at the con fer ence had a
pos i tive expe ri ence of using an agency, and indeed
very few had used one. There are the dozens of CVs
that cross every editor’s desk weekly to sift through
as well. The consensus about tests seemed to be that
they weeded out hope less cases well, but are
time-con sum ing to admin is ter and keep up to date,
and ref er ences and expe ri ence are a better indi ca tor
of a free lance’s true com pe tence. If you want a quick
way to gauge com pe tence in on-screen edit ing, ask
about macros: any thing other than an con vinc ing
ver sion of “Yes, I know what they are, use them and
write them” should dis qual ify an appli cant. We were
also reminded that SfEP mem bers boast a wide range
of skills in addi tion to proof read ing and edit ing:
rewrit ing, design, pro ject man age ment, research,
trans la tion and so on.

Man aging free lances effec tively means paying
some atten tion to qual ity, bud get ing and sched ul ing
(QBS, pro nounced “cubes”). Anne Waddingham
exam ined the rela tion ship of these three
inter de pen dent fac tors and gave some valu able
insights as to the best ways of check ing qual ity.

Getting the brief right
Of great impor tance in ensur ing a sat is fy ing
rela tion ship between in-house staff and free lance is
the brief. As Penny Poole, who led the second
work shop, reminded us, the brief ing pro cess begins
at the first con tact. The job must be explained clearly
and expec ta tions on both sides should be clearly

under stood and con firmed in writ ing. Some times it is
help ful to have a meet ing face to face, but this is by no
means essen tial. A straw poll of those pres ent
sug gested that most ini tial approaches to a free lance
are made by e-mail now a days.

A good brief must be clear, con cise and com plete
and any sup ple men tary mate ri als must be included
and explained. Var i ous brief ing mate ri als were
handed round. It is always so instruc tive to see
exam ples of best and worst prac tice. One sample was
an exhaus tive but dis or ga nized check list; the
con sen sus was that check lists were good, but
organization was impor tant, per haps with an
indi ca tion as to how many of the boxes needed to be
ticked by the end of the job — not all cat e go ries would
be rel e vant for every job. The wordy, chatty brief got
the thumbs-down: it was impos si ble to see at a glance
what was required. The one that won uni ver sal
acclaim was organized and thor ough; the nav i ga tion
was clear and it was con cise: no unnec es sary ver biage
at all.

Main taining and updat ing house styles is a matter
that causes some angst, it seems. One of those pres ent
had the prob lem of amal gam at ing var i ous house
styles, a result of var i ous amalgamations and
take-overs.

Friend or foe?
By way of light relief, or a change of tempo at any rate,
the after noon ses sion focused on elec tronic art work.
David Mac don ald flung at his audi ence a raft of
tech ni cal terms that he then pro ceeded to demys tify.

Elec tronic illus tra tions fall into two main cat e go ries, 
bitmaps — scanned images and photos, most
com monly — which when printed are called
“half-tones”, and vector art work — typ i cally line
art work such as graphs, med i cal illus tra tions and
organization charts. Vector art work does not con tain
the image, but rather a series of instruc tions as to how
to con struct the image; this means that the image can
be enlarged indef i nitely and not lose qual ity, and the
file size stays rel a tively small. How ever, prob lems can 
occur with type faces. Bitmaps will not enlarge too
much with out losing def i ni tion and they are easy to
edit with the appro pri ate soft ware. A prob lem
common to both types of art work is the ama teur
pro duc tion with strange type faces much beloved by
some authors — but fixing that prob lem was out side
David’s remit.

What pit falls should the in-house editor be aware
of? Misorientation, a lack of con for mity with the
legend, incor rect cap i tal iza tion, misspelling of labels
and miss ing type faces can occur. As with edi tors, so
with art ists: giving a good brief as soon as pos si ble
will help to avoid mis takes later on, and it is cru cial to
insist on a hard copy of an image as well.

Res o lu tion is all, so check ing that an image will
repro duce at the size you want is cru cial. Res o lu tion
depends on dots per inch (dpi); printed output is
mea sured in dots per inch and com puter mon i tors
used pixels per inch (ppi). Pixels are syn on y mous
with dots when deal ing with images — the cru cial
factor is that a com puter or web site needs around 72
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to 96 dpi, whereas a good qual ity printed image needs
300 dpi. If an image is, say, 1200 dots wide, then if it is
much bigger than four inches across (i.e. 300 dpi) it
will lose def i ni tion; at eight inches across, it will have

only 150 dpi.

Chris tina Thomas
ckthomas@compuserve.com

Access now and into the future
47th Annual Meet ing of the Coun cil of Sci ence Edi tors (CSE)
Van cou ver, BC, Canada; 15–18 May 2004

Pris tine Van cou ver, Brit ish Columbia, was again the
loca tion of the CSE con fer ence. Thirty con cur rent
ses sions, a key note address, two ple nary ses sions, and
five short courses were offered to atten dees at the
con fer ence. Most ses sions focused on the var i ous
means of access to the sci en tific lit er a ture, data bases,
stan dards, and resources, and ways that these are
evolv ing. In-depth reports on most of the conference
ses sions will be pub lished in future issues of Sci ence
Editor, but below are some high lights.

Ple nary: To sail be yond the sun set: nav i gat ing
the un charted wa ters of bioethics
Linda Mac Don ald Glenn dis cussed the prom ises and
perils of new developments in sci ence and their eth i cal 
and legal impli ca tions. New tech nol o gies have been
clas si fied as nanoscience and nanotechnology
(manip u la tion of matter on an atomic scale);
bio tech nol ogy and biomedicine, includ ing genetic
engi neer ing and trans genics; infor ma tion tech nol ogy,
includ ing com put ing and com mu ni ca tions; and
cog ni tive sci ence, includ ing cog ni tive neu ro sci ence,
neurotechnology, and psychopharmaceuticals, or
NBIC (i.e. nano-bio-info-cogno). When these
con verge, both good and ques tion able results can
occur. For exam ple, NBIC con ver gence results in
neural inter faces for enhanc ing memory and the
senses and human technogenics (cyborgs). From an
eth i cal stand point, Glenn said, we must ques tion what 
it means to be human or a person. Legally, except for
the dis tinc tion between person and prop erty, no
def i ni tion of the person exists, so new tech nol ogy
brings into legal ques tion the nature of humankind. If
spare human parts were used to create cyborgs, would 
it matter which parts or how much of one person was
used? Glenn pre dicted that as new intel li gent life
forms are cre ated through the genius of con verg ing
tech nol o gies, the courts will need to deter mine where
they fit on a con tin uum from prop erty (inan i mate
objects that cannot suffer) to the full rights and
respon si bil i ties of personhood.

Style man u als: up date on the new edi tions
Changes in the pri mary style man u als in use today
were dis cussed at this ses sion by Cheryl Iverson,
Peggy Rob in son, and Anita Samen. Peggy Rob in son
gave an update on the 7th edi tion of CSE’s Sci en tific
style and format (SSF7). Although the style manual
sub com mit tee is making head way, SSF7 is not ready
yet. The pub li ca tions com mit tee is con sid er ing

options for elec tronic pub li ca tion. 
Ref er ences will be han dled dif fer ently in SSF7.

They will be listed in alpha bet i cal order in the
ref er ence list and given sequen tial num bers in the
text. Issue num bers will be required for jour nal
ref er ences to help with retrieval. More infor ma tion
about citing elec tronic sources will be included. For
elec tronic cita tions, the URL and the date of access
will be required. Also, the URL within a web site, not
just the home page URL, will be required. In the
sec tion on spe cial sci en tific con ven tions, the new
edi tion will sum ma rize the genetic nomen cla ture
rules for all organ isms for which such rules have
been devel oped.

The 10th edi tion of the AMA manual of style should
be avail able in late 2005. The pro cess of revis ing a
style manual is “long, slow, frus trat ing, and
reward ing”, said Cheryl Iverson, chair of the AMA
style manual com mit tee. The manual will con tain 25
chap ters: eight are com plete, five are near
com ple tion, two are in prog ress, and ten have not yet
been revised.

The 15th edi tion of The Chi cago manual of style came
out in 2003 and 100 000 copies have already been
sold. New to the latest edi tion is a chap ter on
gram mar and usage. The mathematics chap ter was
com pletely revised because it was out dated. The
book was com pletely rede signed and useful
descrip tive phrases were added after each section
number to make nav i ga tion easier for the reader.

Other items
Other topics cov ered at the meet ing included the
his tory and eco nom ics of open access; what is new
regard ing the stan dards of report ing bio med i cal
research; the effect of jour nal changes made by
pri mary pub lish ers on secondary pub lish ers;
inter na tional stan dards and how to har mo nize
ter mi nol ogy; the chal lenges of HIPAA (the US Health 
Insur ance Por ta bil ity and Account abil ity Act, 1996)
and other pri vacy laws for jour nals; the evolv ing
roles in access of research ers, librar i ans, sec ond ary
pub lish ers and users; les sons learned from
inno va tions in sci en tific com mu ni ca tion; and much
more.

Ann Conti Morcos
MorcosMedia
www.morcosmedia.com

mailto:ckthomas@compuserve.com
http://www.morcosmedia.com
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EASE-Forum di gest: July–September 2004
A wake-up call for sci ence pub li ca tion
Is anyone awake out there? I had been won der ing if
all EASE mem bers had fallen asleep. But there have
been recent mur mur ings, indeed signs of unease. Be
warned, because while we have been sleep ing a quiet
rev o lu tion has been pull ing the rug from under our
feet and threat en ing our very exis tence. Prince
Charmings are not as reli able as they used to be. If
you have not been fol low ing the dis cus sions in the
forum recently you should wake up and do so, before
it is too late. 

Some of the ques tions are old hat, chewed upon
since edit ing a sci en tific text was first thought of.
Others are new and lead onto more ques tions that
need asking. Tim o thy DeVinney started the ball
roll ing with the ques tion, “What can be done to
combat pub lish ers outsourcing edit ing?” And it
might have ended there with the con clu sion —
allow ing all to go back to sleep again — that poetic
jus tice was being done because those who have had it
good in West ern coun tries for so long are now having
to com pete with lower charges offered in devel op ing
coun tries.

What do pub lish ers care? 
Then came the ques tions we have heard before. Can a
non-native speaker edit as well as a native speaker?
Who is the best person to edit a manu script: a sci en tist 
or a lin guist? But even tu ally we got to, “Do the
read ers of sci en tific jour nals care about the stan dard
of edit ing?” Unob tru sively the ques tions were taking
a thought-provoking twist, the log i cal pro gres sion of
which is: if read ers do not care, why bother to edit at
all, and who, if anyone, reads or wants to read
sci en tific jour nals? We have been told that jour nal
edi tors care most about their read ers [1] and we know 
authors need jour nals as a career ticket, but what
about pub lish ers? Do their inter ests extend beyond
the adver tis ers? Whose is the ulti mate con trol: the
altru is tic sci en tific soci et ies or their com mer cial
pub lish ers? Is sci ence giving way to com merce?

When Tim o thy Vinney raised the ini tial ques tion he 
wrote that Springer-Verlag in Ger many are
outsourcing nearly all edi to rial and pro duc tion
ser vices for their STM jour nals to a low-cost ser vice
pro vider in India. He asked whether there was
any thing free lance edi tors in Europe and the United
States could offer that com pa nies such as Springer
could not get for €2.50/h in Asia.

Karen Shashok felt that if pub lish ers claim they are
pro vid ing added value in the form of pro fes sional
copy-editing when in fact they are not, the
sub scrib ers are not get ting their money’s worth. But
would sub scrib ers notice if the qual ity dropped?
Would they cancel their sub scrip tions? Will Hughes
retorted that he could not agree with the impli ca tion
that people who live in India are inca pa ble of
pro vid ing a pro fes sional ser vice. He did not think
people in the devel oped world had an exclu sive right
to highly paid work. “We have already lost most of

our man u fac tur ing base to the devel op ing world . . .
We are now begin ning to see the spread of
pro fes sional and ser vice work.” He saw this as an
excel lent devel op ment, adding, “The world is
every body’s oyster, not just ours.” Pretty soon we
would be seeing China fol low ing India into these
pro fes sions and he hoped to see Africa enter into the
market one day. Will felt strongly that pro tec tion ism,
for which the big gest price is paid by those in
devel op ing coun tries, has got to stop. 

Karen, how ever, had not meant to imply that all
work done in Asia is sub stan dard. This was an
assump tion people would make from the lower
charges made by people in coun tries where the cost of
living is low. Edi tors in coun tries with a high cost of
living will not be able to com pete with col leagues who 
offer the same ser vice from places with a low cost of
living. It remained to be seen whether the qual ity of
edit ing ser vices pro vided from Asia would be sim i lar
to the qual ity pro vide by some (not all) people in
Europe and North Amer ica.

Editing, or — ?
Mar ga ret Cooter would be inter ested to see exam ples
of the kind of edit ing the outsourcing actu ally
pro vided. She thought that as clar ity of lan guage is
impor tant in sci ence edit ing, non-native speak ers of
Eng lish, how ever well trained and intel li gent, are
likely to miss nuances and might not be up-to-date
with idioms. Such dilem mas were less likely in highly
tech ni cal papers than in “softer” stuff.

In Mary Ellen Kerans’ view, pub lish ers reg u larly
use as copy-edi tors people who know little about the
field. Sci en tists for the most part want to act as
sci en tists, not rel a tively poorly paid and poorly
regarded copy-edi tors or trans la tors. A modern
pub lish ing strat egy, on the erro ne ous assump tion that 
only sub ject-matter spe cial ists can read a manu script
for sense, is that of allow ing copy-edi tors to ignore the 
sense, cor rect only gram mar and spell ing, and apply a 
veneer of jour nal style. “If it’s been peer reviewed and
accepted, they say, the sci ence and sense need not be
fur ther ques tioned.” She con cluded that if there is a
qual ity prob lem it is the pub lisher’s fault. And I think
she’s right. Some jour nals do care about the writ ten
qual ity of their papers and read abil ity; how many
pub lish ers do? Mary Ellen pointed out that,
the o ret i cally, jour nal edi tors go to pub lish ers rather
than print ers because the pub lisher over sees qual ity.
If the pub lisher outsources to India it is no prob lem
for jour nal edi tors, pro vided that the pub lisher
con tin ues to answer for qual ity, but many seem to be
wash ing their hands of qual ity assur ance.

Terry Clay ton pointed out that many Indi ans are
well edu cated, some in the West. Trying to pre tend
that native Eng lish copy-edi tors have an advan tage by 
virtue of being born with the lan guage was miss ing
the issue because — sup port ing Mary Ellen’s point —
the qual ity would at least be close enough not to
worry the pub lish ers.
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Tim o thy returned to report his expe ri ence of find ing 
egre gious errors intro duced into nearly every med i cal
research paper copy-edited by a low-cost outsourcing
agency. What is more, the agency’s remit had been
restricted to only the mere for mat ting of num bers and
units, edit ing the ref er ence lists, and doing the
tag ging. Angela Turner added that she had also been
less than sat is fied with copy-edi tors in India. She
found they were good at basic things such as check ing
incon sis tent spell ing and edit ing ref er ences but did
not seem to under stand every thing they read and
made errors in rewrit ing text. They seemed not to be
highly trained in the sub ject they were edit ing.
Although she did not doubt that there were excel lent
edi tors in India, they were not nec es sar ily found in the 
sort of agen cies pub lish ers are using.

Niches
Returning to the orig i nal ques tion about what
free lances could offer, Terry Clay ton sug gested we
look at what people in other outsourced indus tries
had done. They had either retooled with better
tech nol ogy to reduce the cost advan tage of edi tors
who can afford to charge lower prices or had looked
for niche mar kets. He asked if anyone knew of any
exam ples of niche mar kets for free lance copy-edi tors.
Judy Baggott responded with a bitter tale of an
assis tant, pro cured by her pub lisher, whom she took
on when her pub lisher dou bled her work load. After
revis ing this “edi tor’s” ade quate but unin spired work
for a few months Judy found her self unex pect edly
unem ployed. The assis tant had offered to work for the 
pub lisher for half the price Judy had been charg ing
(and had been shar ing equally with the assis tant).

Mary Ellen Kerans’ sug ges tion for a niche was to be
strongly bilin gual or tri lin gual, which also allows one
to work as a trans la tor. This would be an advan tage
where the Eng lish text writ ten by a non-English native 
speaker was not 100% com pre hen si ble. Edi tors with
an inti mate knowl edge of the author’s native lan guage 
would be able to imag ine what these authors had
meant in their own tongue. Diver sifying your client
base was another tip. Work for pub lish ers as little as
pos si ble, she advised. Pub lishers might argue that the
volume they pro vide should enti tle them to a dis count 
but free lances should not be lulled into think ing they
were secure with pub lish ers. Not even the pub lisher’s
[salaried] employ ees are secure. The free lance should
argue back that han dling the pub lisher’s work is a risk
worthy of a sur charge. 

Mary Ellen argued strongly that qual ity is the
pub lisher’s respon si bil ity. Oth er wise jour nal edi tors
might as well go to the local printer and cut
pro duc tion costs, just as the pub lish ers are doing by
outsourcing to India. (I am involved with a jour nal
that uses a pub lisher in Slovenia. Although I send
edited text to the pub lisher and they are not required
to edit, they do pick up errors.  I would advise
free lance edi tors to approach soci ety jour nals direct,
look ing to act as their man ag ing edi tors and outsource 
the print ing them selves, thus bring ing in their edit ing
exper tise and avoid ing the big inter na tional
pub lish ers, some of which we are told are making
prof its like those of phar ma ceu ti cal com pa nies [2].)

(Coin ci dentally — or not — while this forum
debate was in full flow I received an unso lic ited
e-mail at the phar ma ceu ti cal com pany where I work
urging me to, “Join India CRO+Testing Con sor tium”. 
The mes sage said that well-managed and aggres sive
CRO+Testing firms in India are grow ing at 50–80% a
year. It main tained that India pres ents unique
advan tages unavail able in other coun tries and, “In a
nut shell, a very high ROI/cash flow is abso lutely
attain able with a rea son able period of time.” “CRO”
is an abbre vi a tion for “clin i cal research organization”
And it is to such organizations that phar ma ceu ti cal
com pa nies turn when they outsource their clin i cal
research. CROs are usu ally based in West ern
coun tries. The CROs in turn employ med i cal writ ers,
often the sci en tists that Mary Ellen Kerans men tioned 
who prefer to act as sci en tists. They write the reports
that are needed to sup port drug licence appli ca tions.
The information from these reports is some times the
sub ject matter of manu scripts sub mit ted to jour nals.
These manu scripts might be writ ten by the med i cal
writ ers or by writ ers in med i cal com mu ni ca tions
agen cies that employ writ ers who may have
orig i nally been edu cated in adver tis ing, sci ence or
pos si bly even lin guis tics. To return to Tim o thy’s
ques tion: freelancers could shift into these spheres,
but per haps they should be pre pared to move to
India too.)

Copy right
Sarah Novak was inter ested in find ing out if there are 
any restric tions on edit ing or rewrit ing copy right
mate rial for which per mis sion to repub lish had been
obtained. Jenny Gretton thought that if all or parts of
pub lished texts are edited or rewrit ten, the
repub lished work should be accom pa nied by a
state ment saying it had been adapted from the
orig i nal. Mary Ellen Kerans said that in this case she
as a reader would want to be assured that the
copy right-holder had approved the new
pre sen ta tion or that the editor was trusted by the
copy right-holder to make an accu rate adap ta tion.
Patri cia Reichert pro vided some URLs for the
Berne Con ven tion for the Pro tec tion of Lit er ary and
Artis tic Works (www.law.cor nell.edu/trea ties/berne/
over view.html) and US copy right law (www.
copy right.gov/circs/circ1.html). Copy right seems to
be an area that mys ti fies most writ ers and edi tors, the 
very people who need to know about it. (I would be
grate ful if any body who would like to enlighten us
on copy right could con tact me (langdoe@baxter.com) 
because I am pre par ing a pub li ca tion on the topic.)

Slashes and en dashes
If this head ing sounds like a route to be forged
through the jungle then it is an accu rate reflec tion of
how much easier the path would be if these
punc tu a tion marks were under stood and used
cor rectly. The belief that they might be
inter change able could be enough to drive you crazy.
Con sider the fol low ing text which I encoun tered
recently: “The AscI-PshAI frag ment was ligated into
plasmid pR7W/P618A/A732V (pW-A-V) to create
pR7W/Q448E/P618A/A732V/R1336W (pW-A-V-W)”. 

http://www.law.cor
mailto:(langdoe@baxter.com)


The marks are so simple. A slash means “or” (except
in a unit of mea sure ment) and a dash means “and”.
Thank you, Yateendra Joshi, for your ques tion about
whether it is cus tom ary to use the en dash in
aca demic years, e.g. which one would you use to
indi cate an aca demic year that runs from August 2004 
to July 2005, “2004–05” or “2004/05”? The use of the
slash has, of course, been excel lently explained in an
arti cle by Ste phen de Looze [3], a sci en tist who has
been active as a med i cal writer for the past 20 years
and cur rently heads a med i cal writ ing depart ment at
a CRO.

Sci en tific pub li ca tion lan guage out side 
Eng lish-speaking coun tries
Mary Ellen Kerans posed two ques tions about
sci en tific jour nals pub lished in Eng lish in coun tries in 
which Eng lish is a for eign lan guage. She posted a
sum mary of the answers she received on the forum
on 5 Sep tem ber 2004, also refer ring in it to the
“Editing in . . .” series in ESE cov er ing France
(27[4]:109–110), Croatia (30[1]: 10–11), Italy (30[3]:
84-87) and the Czech Repub lic (30[3]: 87–88). Mary 
Ellen can send you this sum mary if you missed it.

The first ques tion was, how many jour nals are
pub lished in Eng lish from coun tries whose first
lan guage is not Eng lish? Ignoring all the jour nals
pub lished by inter na tional houses like Springer and
Elsevier, the answers ranged from nearly half of the
88 Ital ian jour nals (in Medline) being in Eng lish, to 4
out of 27 in Thai land, to the dis cov ery that Dutch has
tra di tion ally been used rel a tively little for sci en tific
com mu ni ca tion in Hol land. Dutch sci en tific
com mu ni ca tion, Mary Ellen con cluded, is mostly
mono lin gual — but it is not in Dutch. 

Mary Ellen also asked if there are any sci en tific
jour nals pub lished in fully bilin gual form (whole
arti cles, not just abstracts), one lan guage being
Eng lish. The answer was that there are only a few, but 
there is a third type of jour nal which pub lishes some
arti cles com pletely in the coun try’s lan guage and
other arti cles com pletely in Eng lish. 

Joining the fo rum
You can join the Forum by send ing the one-line
mes sage “sub scribe ease-forum” (with out the
quo ta tion marks) to maj or domo@hel sinki.fi. Do not
include a sub ject line or sig na ture or any text. To stop
receiv ing mes sages from the forum, send the mes sage
“unsubscribe ease-forum” to maj or domo@hel sinki.fi.
Once you have joined, you should send mes sages for
the forum to ease.forum@hel sinki.fi. Please keep
mes sages short. If you reply to some one else’s
mes sage, make sure to delete those parts of the
orig i nal mes sage that are not essen tial for
under stand ing your response. To keep other forum
par tic i pants informed, check that your reply (or a
copy of it) is sent to ease.forum@hel sinki.fi. If your
e-mail soft ware has a “reply to all” pos si bil ity, this
will prob a bly do the job. Do not use the “reply to” or
“reply to sender” facil ity unless your mes sage is
intended for the orig i nal sender only.

Anyone who loses con tact with the forum, or is
unable to estab lish a new sub scrip tion, will be able to
find infor ma tion on the EASE Web site
(www.ease.org.uk).

Elise Langdon-Neuner (com piler)
langdoe@baxter.com

Dis cus sion ini ti a tors
Tim o thy DeVinney: tdev@dircon.co.uk
Sarah Novack: novack@fr.netgrs.com
Yateendra Joshi: yateen@teri.res.in
Mary Ellen Kerans: mekerans@telefonica.net
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Book re views
Pam Peters. 2004. The Cam bridge guide to Eng lish usage. Cam bridge: Cam bridge Uni ver sity
Press.  608 +xii p. Hard back. GBP25.00. ISBN 0-521-62181-X.

What is the target audi ence for a guide to Eng lish
usage? Putting the ques tion another way, who is
likely to turn to it for help? Pam Peters says this guide
is “writ ten for Eng lish-users [hyphen: bravo] in the
twenty-first cen tury”, is “designed to sup port both
global and local com mu ni ca tors”, and “empow ers
read ers (as writ ers, edi tors, teach ers, stu dents) to
choose and develop their own style, for their
par tic u lar pur poses.” For a reviewer, those claims
create a dif fi cult task, because the read er ship implied
is just about anyone who chooses to look into the
pages, and the suit abil ity and acces si bil ity of the
con tent should be judged against that read er ship.

Inev i ta bly, this guide fails that stern test. Terms such 
as lig a ture, digraph, postpositively, predi ca tively,
homo pho bic, pejo ra tively, vis-à-vis, and ditransitive verbs
call for a well-educated reader who under stands
gram mat i cal mat ters and has a good gen eral
vocab u lary. Use of ditransitive verbs appears in the
entry on instill/instil, and it is fol lowed by a
cross-ref er ence to an expla na tion in the sec tion on
pred i cate; but that cross-reference is unlikely to be
help ful — may even be rather daunt ing — to some one 
who lacks a back ground com mand of vocab u lary but
has looked at the entry on instill/instil to find out what
spell ing is rec om mended. 
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Per haps in an effort to be reader-friendly and
all-inclusive by writ ing in infor mal lan guage
(“relaxed easy-going lan guage and ordi nary
col lo qui al isms, rather than schol arly or aca demic
words”), Pam Peters sprin kles her text with
con trac tions such as it’s, let’s say you’re seeking, there’s
no need, and often reflect what’s said. This con trasts
strangely with the schol arly and aca demic tone of
much of the text. I sus pect schol ars and aca dem ics will 
find it patronizing. She also uses col lo quial idioms
such as “Today’s vogue words are likely to be old hat
within the decade” and “With TB largely scotched, we
may think twice about . . .”. Over all, I think read ers for
whom Eng lish is a for eign lan guage will find much of
the text dif fi cult.

Having voiced those crit i cisms, I hasten to say that 
I think the book’s strengths far outweigh its
weak nesses, and it is well worth GBP25.00. Its 4000+
entries are thor oughly infor ma tive, and give
well-balanced, up-to-date accounts of dif fer ent
opin ions about Eng lish usage in the UK, the USA,
Canada, Aus tra lia, and New Zea land. The
cross-references between allied dis cus sions are
valu able, but will mean that lan guage enthu si asts will
be unable to resist the temp ta tion to read many more
entries than they intended to con sult when they
opened the book! The entries are arranged
alpha bet i cally, and the dis cus sions help fully
recognize the need to explain points in terms from
“old-fashioned” gram mar and more modern
lin guis tic accounts of struc ture and func tions (for
exam ple, mood and modal ity, pred i cate and verb phrase).

After some entries, Peters goes beyond expla na tion
and pro vides a small box advis ing which of two or
more pos si bil i ties she rec om mends as an
“Inter na tional Eng lish selec tion”. For exam ple: “The
wide spread use of ful fill [rather than fulfil], espe cially
among youn ger people, its con sis tency with inflected 
forms, and trans par ency in terms of der i va tion, all
make it pref er a ble for use in inter na tional
com mu ni ca tion.” Most of the boxes refer only to
spell ing, but it is good to see spe cial focus on the
prob lems of address ing inter na tional audi ences in
Eng lish, and I would encour age her to go fur ther in
the next edi tion to offer guid ance on dif fi cul ties such
as the dif fer ent uses of alter nate and alter na tive in
Brit ish Eng lish and US Eng lish. Her dis cus sion of
those two terms is detailed and com pre hen sive, but it 
leaves enquirers to make up their own minds about
which, if either, to use. That is dis ap point ing if you
have turned to the Guide for guid ance. I recognize,
how ever, that moving from expla na tion to
sug ges tion, let alone to pre scrip tion, is haz ard ous,
but care ful word ing should enable Peters to jus tify
her rec om men da tions.

After the A–Z entries, nine appen di ces offer help
on topics such as Inter na tional Pho netic Alpha bet
sym bols, selected proof read ing marks, and for mats
and styles for let ters, memos, and e-mails. There is
also one on Geo log i cal Eras, per haps to help
review ers recognize the period in which their views
on usage were formed.

John Kirk man
kirk man.ramsbury@btconnect.com

Fiona Godlee, Tom Jef fer son (eds). 2003. Peer review in health sci ences, 2nd ed. London: BMJ
Books. 367 pages. GBP50.00. ISBN 0-7279-1685-8.

This volume con sists of an intro duc tion, 24 chap ters
and three appen di ces by 34 dif fer ent authors. Each
chap ter starts with a short over view, a useful aid for
read ers who do not want to read the whole chap ter. A
better title would have been “Peer review in clin i cal
med i cine”. Peer review is not only about pub lish ing
research; it also includes review of research grants,
highly impor tant to many. Yet only one chap ter is
devoted solely to peer review of grants. Health
Sci ences should cover the whole spec trum of med i cal
research from the Basic Med i cal Sci ences (Pre clin i cal
Med i cine) to Clin i cal Med i cine but most of these
authors hardly men tion pre clin i cal sci ences, where
peer review is prob a bly at its stron gest, but restrict
them selves to clin i cal research.

Some chap ters war rant spe cial atten tion:
Chap ter 1, “Edi to rial peer review: its devel op ment

and ratio nale”, gives a his tor i cal intro duc tion to the
sub ject, the prob lems, the good points and the bad
points. If one were to keep just one chap ter in this
volume it would be this one; all the others are in effect
an exten sion of this chap ter, which is lucid and well
writ ten.

Chap ter 5, “Inno va tion and peer review”, deals with 
the prob lems of get ting inno va tive research
rec og nized and pub lished. As a cau tion ary tale, the
author cites the case of cold-fusion and what can

happen when peer review is aban doned.
In Chap ter 8, “Peer review and the phar ma ceu ti cal

indus try”, Wager and Herxheimer point out that
phar ma ceu ti cal com pa nies have a duty to their
share hold ers to max i mize profit. How can review ers
and edi tors best ensure that what is pub lished
rep re sents the facts, and that unpleas ant results are
not omit ted? With the tight con trols exer cised by the
phar ma ceu ti cal indus try, mis con duct is prob a bly less 
common than in other research. Spon sor ship and
adver tis ing, e.g. results from a spon sored con gress,
are con sid ered, and there is a list of
rec om men da tions for peer-reviewed jour nals in
rela tion to the phar ma ceu ti cal indus try. 

Chap ter 9, “Small jour nals and non-English
lan guage jour nals”, deals with two enti ties: small
jour nals pub lished in Eng lish, mainly deal ing with
highly spe cial ized sub jects, and jour nals from both
large and small coun tries pub lished in the national
lan guage. Small jour nals have dif fi culty in find ing
enough review ers with the nec es sary exper tise to
review manu scripts, and there are lan guage
dif fi cul ties for jour nals pub lished in Eng lish in
non-English speak ing coun tries. Also, many authors
will only submit a paper to a smaller jour nal if the
paper has been rejected by a large, pres ti gious
jour nal.
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Two “How to” chap ters, 10 and 11, “How to set up a 
peer review system”, and “The eval u a tion and
train ing of peer review ers”, are pre sum ably aimed at
edi tors of new jour nals or edi tors curi ous about the
sub ject of peer review.

Chap ter 13, “Sta tis ti cal peer review”, is one of the
most impor tant chap ters in the book, being mainly
about clin i cal research, par tic u larly clin i cal trials.
Stat is ti cians should be involved through out the
pro cess of clin i cal trials, from the orig i nal design of
the exper i ments and during the con duct of the
exper i ments, the assess ment of results, and peer
review when the paper has been sub mit ted to a
jour nal. Stat is ti cians should speak in an
under stand able lan guage. (In this chap ter they use
words which I sus pect the non-statisticians among us
would not under stand.) Edi tors should make sure at
least one of the ref er ees of a clin i cal paper
under stands the sta tis tics of the results. A useful
point is made in Chap ter 19, “Peer review on the
internet”, that elec tronic pub lish ing will increase
read er ship: coun tries that cannot afford printed
jour nals can access the net at little or no cost.

Chap ter 20, “The use of sys tem atic reviews for
edi to rial peer review ing: a pop u la tion approach”, is
one of the most inter est ing in this book. Accord ing to
the authors, “Sys tem atic reviews are col lec tions of
pub lished and unpub lished evi dence relat ing to
some aspects of a topic, assem bled using explicit
meth ods, with the aim of mini mis ing and
gen er al is ing con clu sions.” The authors sug gest that
review ers when eval u at ing a paper should look at it

not as a sep a rate entity but in the per spec tive of other
papers pub lished in that same field. This would detect 
orig i nal ity, or dupli ca tion, and might pick up
dis crep an cies of meth ods or con clu sions, par tic u larly
impor tant in clin i cal trials and epi de mi o log i cal
stud ies; exam ples are given.

The two chap ters (21, 22) on alter na tives to peer
review spec u late on the changes that may or may not
appear.

The same points are made over and over again
through out the book: the merits and demer its of peer
review, the role of review ers, bias, changes in peer
review, elec tronic pub lish ing and the World Wide
Web, etc. This is not only very irri tat ing but also
con trib utes to the over-inflated length of this book.

Dupli ca tion also extends to the dupli ca tion of
ref er ences, with some of the same ref er ences
appear ing in chap ter after chap ter. The num ber ing
system used makes it dif fi cult to check or cross-check
a ref er ence.

If one were to read only one chap ter in this book,
apart from chap ter 1, it should be the pen ul ti mate one, 
“Peer review: some ques tions from Soc ra tes”. The
final chap ter ends: “In con clu sion, after cen tu ries of
grad ual change peer review may be about to embark
on a period of rad i cal change. Or then again, it may
not be. The future is unknown and unknow able.”
When I first received this book, my imme di ate
thought was “Why on earth should anyone want to
spend £50 on a book on peer review?” Having read
the book, I still think the same.

Anthony Mil ton
asm27@cam.ac.uk

Peter Griffiths. 2003. Man aging your internet and intranet ser vices: the infor ma tion
pro fes sional’s guide to strat egy, 2nd ed. London: Facet Publishing. 256 p. Paperback. GBP29.95.
ISBN 1-85604-483-1.

I enjoyed read ing this book by an expe ri enced author. 
Many of the strat a gems and errors involved in
devel op ing an effec tive web site are well described,
and many small details, includ ing an impres sive list
of web sites, with addresses, are included that should
help the novice.

Developing a web site is not so dif fi cult if you allow
enough time, follow advice from an expert, and
cor rectly manage your budget. This book aims to help 
library and infor ma tion sci ence (LIS) pro fes sion als
whose respon si bil i ties include the man age ment of a
site. But much of the good advice applies to
non-scientists and to others who want to build their
own web site, though it is not a tech ni cal guide on
how to build one and you will need to look for fur ther 
guid ance on tech ni cal mat ters. Rather it is a
com pi la tion of all aspects that need to be con sidered
when build ing a good internet strat egy and making
the nec es sary deci sions. A broad view of the internet
world and how to approach this field is pre sented:
why do you need a web site, what is it for, who will be
the users, who are the play ers in this “new world”,
and what are the mis takes to avoid. LIS pro fes sion als

have the right skills and man ag ing a web site seems
an obvi ous role for them. Many cor po rate
organizations and com mu ni ties, how ever, do not
under stand the con tri bu tions that librar i ans and
infor ma tion sci en tists can make to the effec tive
man age ment of their web sites.

Before con sid er ing the web, the author guides the
reader through the ques tions that must be answered.
A busi ness plan is essen tial. Too many sites col lapse
because of lack of fund ing, poor con tent, com pli cated
nav i ga tion, etc. Editorial activ i ties are impor tant and
usabil ity should be tested before anyone gets too
enthu si as tic.

If going on the web pres ents risks, there are also
many oppor tu ni ties for all organizations. If you
decide to outsource any or all of your web site
oper a tions, reach ing a good agree ment with a
sup plier is impor tant. The chap ter on this topic shows
the excep tional expe ri ence of the author and will save
read ers from many errors. Care ful selec tion of a
sup plier, negotiating all the arrange ments and
reach ing agree ment on these will ensure that a site
sur vives with out trou ble. Deal ing with an internet
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ser vice pro vider means that all aspects of the
coop er a tion should be assessed: can you be sure that
the site is run ning 24 hours a day, seven days a week?
If you have to move to another ser vice pro vider, do
you own scripts and other codes that have been
cre ated for your site? I learned about the haz ards of
domain name reg is tra tion, the tricks needed to please
search engines, and some infor ma tion on web
impos tors, image thieves, etc. There are only a few
para graphs on writ ing on the web (be short and clear!) 
and on style guides: this infor ma tion may be obvi ous
to edi tors, but most web sites really need to improve
this aspect.

I was sur prised by the para graphs on “Pub lishing a
site in lan guages other than Eng lish”, as I was
expect ing to find advice and pol i cies regard ing
trans la tion into lan guages such as Span ish, French,
German, etc. Instead there were three sub-headings:

Celtic lan guages (Welsh), ethnic minor ity lan guages
(Greek, Rus sian, Arabic, Korean), and using
non-roman scripts.

This book is some times too UK-oriented, con sid er ing
that the internet is a world wide tool. You can now
manage from Europe, edit in Asian coun tries, and run
tech ni cal mat ters from the Amer i cas.

I tested some of the links pro vided and they were
fine: none of the sites I tried were unob tain able. And I 
was happy to be able to con nect suc cess fully to www. 
llanfairpwllgwyngyllgogerychwyrndrobwllllantysil
iogogogoch.com and dis cover the limits of some
domains (63 char ac ters, plus the dot com bit). The
second edi tion con firms the suc cess of this book but
the next edi tion should be free on the web!

Hervé Maisonneuve
hervemaison@wanadoo.fr

Sally Bigwood and Melissa Spore. 2003. Pres enting num bers, tables, and charts. New York:
Oxford Uni ver sity Press. 144 p. Paper back. GBP7.99. ISBN 0-19-860722-9.

This book, part of the “OneStepAhead” series
pub lished by Oxford Uni ver sity Press, is a
step-by-step guide to using data effec tively. Anyone
who works with num bers during the course of their
writ ing and/or edit ing would do well to look at it.
Although the level is some times rather ele men tary, the 
book is thor ough and under stand able at the high
school level but is useful also for those with a
post-secondary edu ca tion (as many of the things in it
are not taught in uni ver sity).

Of the two major parts, the second is essen tially a list 
of resources, includ ing two useful check lists (one for
pre sent ing tables, one for graphs), a case study and
some exer cises. The first or main part is divided into
eight chap ters. Some advice from the authors in the
intro duc tory Chap ter 1 states that the book should be
used like one would use a cook book — by dip ping in
as needed. 

Chap ter 2 describes how to handle num bers so that
they become mean ing ful and how to organize data so
that the arrange ment serves the pur pose. The use of
aver ages, round ing (and the rules for it) and the
exploi ta tion of blank space in tables are cov ered. 

Chap ter 3 deals with tables, how to organize the
data in them, how to write a useful and suc cinct title,
and how to choose column labels and head ings. 

Chap ter 4, “Intro ducing graphs”, does pre cisely
that: it tells how to deter mine what the mes sage about
the data is — and then how to make the most of the
mes sage by choos ing an appro pri ate and infor ma tive
title and the cor rect type of graph. This chap ter
includes an inter est ing sec tion on “chart junk” — the
dec o ra tion that inter feres with mean ing, usu ally the
result of an author just having learned how to use the
“format” fea tures in a com puter pro gram. Exam ples
of chart junk are grid lines, pat terned bars or slices,
back grounds, bor ders, and num bers and values. The

mes sage here is to stick to the KISS prin ci ple, and use
as few embel lish ments as pos si ble.

Chap ter 5 describes the dif fer ent types of graphs
and gives some guid ance on which graph to choose
for the data. Bar graphs (paired, com po nent,
neg a tive), line graphs (simple, lay ered), pie charts,
scat ter grams, super im posed graphs and pictographs
are cov ered. 

Chap ter 6 con sid ers the “table or graph” dilemma,
and essen tially states that the choice should be based
on both the data and the pur pose, and on the needs
and expec ta tions of the audi ence. There are check lists 
and useful tips (given more fully in the second
sec tion of the book).

Chap ter 7 shows the impor tance of the intended
audi ence — how one should con sider the recip i ents
of the infor ma tion before select ing the data and
organizing it into a pre sen ta tion. Deter mining the
mes sage to be deliv ered to that par tic u lar audi ence is
key — only then can one select appro pri ate data and
deter mine how best to pres ent it.

Chap ter 8 deals with using tech nol ogy — in
com puter pro grams — to create the tables and
graphs. Much of the advice in this chap ter cen tres
around turn ing off fea tures of the soft ware that
unnec es sar ily clut ter a suc cinct table or poi gnant
figure. Also con sid ered are the par tic u lar prob lems
of pre sent ing data on screen as opposed to on paper,
for web sites or for dis tance edu ca tion pur poses.
Even slide pre sen ta tions are given some atten tion —
useful for those of us who pres ent data ver bally.

To sum up, although much of the advice given in
this book could be said to be stat ing the obvi ous, that
is the very reason we should all at least turn the
pages, if not add a copy to our ref er ence shelves.
Some times it is the obvi ous that gets over looked.

Moira A Vekony
DunaScripts@edi tors.ca
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Statistics at Square One
Tenth Edition

Statistics at Square One is one of the all-time bestsellers in medical 
statistics. It has established itself as an ideal introduction, taking the novice
through the basics step by step, and reinforces learning with exercises at
the end of each section. 

The tenth edition has been revised throughout, especially in the areas of
binary data to deal with relative risk, absolute risk and the evidence-based
criteria of numbers need to treat. Each chapter now has a section on 
reading and reporting statistics, and self testing at the end of each section
making this an ideal learning tool. 

Michael J Campbell and TDV Swinscow
March 2002 ISBN 0727915525 Paperback £14.95

wwwwww.blackwellmedicine.com.blackwellmedicine.com

For details on any of our statistics titles or to order your copies log onto 

Statistics at Square Two
First Edition

This book goes beyond the basics of Statistics at Square One and reviews
the most commonly used modern statistical methods and highlights common
misunderstandings.  It is easy to read, with annotated computer outputs and
a minimum of formulas. It presents the more complex statistical methods.
Intended for all who read medical journals but do not always understand the
statistical analyses, this new book will prove an ideal to companion to
Statistics at Square One. Includes a recap on the basics; multiple 
regression; analysis of variance; logistic regression; survival analysis; 
reliability; time series; multivariate analysis; repeated measures; bayesian
methods.

Michael J Campbell
May 2001 ISBN 0727913948 Paperback £14.95

Statistics in Clinical Practice
Second Edition

This book covers the summary and presentation of data which might be
required for a clinical meeting, audit or the planning of services. It explains
how to interpret the p-values and confidence intervals that are reported in
medical and scientific journals. 

Aimed at medical students, doctors and other health professionals who are
not mathematically inclined, but who need a basic understanding of statistics
to support their clinical practice.

David Coggon
October 2003 ISBN 0727916092 Paperback £14.95

Blackwell Publishing is
very proud to have recently
acquired this distinguished
list of BMJ Books

Aimed at clinicians and
students who view statistics
as a necessary evil

The most effective tools
for understanding and 
introducing medical 
statistics 

A long-term source of
reference


