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Some assumptions… 

• In its widest sense the full and complete 
reporting of papers is an ethical imperative 

• Poor reporting of research has the potential 
to lead directly to incorrect decisions being 
made on patient care and on future science 

• Scholarly journals are at the sharp edge of 
reporting  

• Editors are the gatekeepers to the 
published literature – pre and post 
publication 



Who’s involved? 

• EQUATOR 

• Guideline developers  

• Journals 

• Editors 

• Reviewers 

• Publishers 

• Funders 

• Professional Bodies 

• Bulk purchasers of research eg 

– Libraries 

– Health services 

– Companies 
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What about these assumptions? 

• In its widest sense the full and complete 

reporting of papers is an ethical imperative 

• Poor reporting of research has the potential to 

lead directly to incorrect decisions being made 

on patient care and on future science 

 

 



Atul Gawande: heroes use checklists  

• simple checklists turn out to be extraordinarily 

powerful tools for marshaling knowledge and for 

ensuring its correct use.  

• the biggest roadblock is pushback from highly-

trained experts who are offended by the idea.  
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… and what about this assumption? 

• Editors are the gatekeepers to the published literature – 
pre and post publication 

– Many authors don’t accept this gatekeeper function 

• The lines between editors and academics are 
blurring 

– Many journals, despite the best of intentions, are 
increasingly struggling with this concept 

• Resources 

• Attitudes 

• Technology 

– Journals are rarely autonomous 

• Where are the publishers in this debate? 
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Publishing is no longer (if it ever was) top down 

“The concept of elite journals surely belongs to a past, 
when scientists had easy access only to a limited 
number of paper journals, and when ‘breakthrough’ 
science was comprehensible to a wide audience.” 

 

“ the excessive power of editors in deciding on 
suitability for journals is corrupting” 

 

 

 
PLOS Medicine author survey, June 2009 
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This assumption is true at least 

 

• Scholarly journals are at the sharp edge of 

reporting…  
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The literature is vast 

 

has more than 

 22 million bibliographic 
citations and abstracts  

 

from 5000+ core Medline journals plus 
various others 



This is the world that we live in…. 
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Roles of Editors and Publishers  

• Be aware of why good reporting matters 

– Similarities with COPE 

– Make it a core part of business as usual 

• Think differently 

– Enable integration of guidelines in current practice 

– Keep it simple 

– Target the right people 

• Collaborate 

– EQUATOR 

– Each other 

– Other interested organisations 
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Roles of Editors and Publishers  

• Be aware of why good reporting matters 

– Similarities with COPE 

– Make it a core part of business as usual 

• Think differently 

– Enable integration of guidelines in current practice 

– Keep it simple 

– Target the right people 

• Collaborate 

– EQUATOR 

– Each other 

– Other interested organisations 

• Nudge authors to do the right thing 
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Research Information Network report 2010: 

If you build it, will they come? 

How researchers perceive and use web 2.0 

 

“Researchers themselves are the most important 

enablers and communicators of emerging best 

practice. It is important that they should consider 

the full range of available tools and services as an 

intrinsic part of the research and scholarly 

communication process, and seek to learn from 

each other about new developments and practices 

that prove beneficial.” 
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