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1) Purpose

To report on the activities of the Co-Publication Arbiters for the last two years.
2) Urgency

Low.
3) Access

Open. 

4) Background

The Steering Group established the role of Publication Arbiter in 2002, and subsequently agreed that there should be two Publication Arbiters. The role was established to help people to reach a mutually acceptable agreement in areas of dispute between the editorial teams of Cochrane Review Groups (e.g. of the appropriate home for a specific Cochrane Review), and between review authors and their editorial team (e.g. when review authors are unwilling to make changes suggested by the editors). For the last two years, the Publication Arbiters have been Kay Dickersin, Director of the US Cochrane Center, and Richard Hughes Co-ordinating Editor of the Neuromuscular Disease Group. The Steering Group approved the following job description for the Publication Arbiters in October 2005:
 
· To respond to requests for arbitration about conflict concerning publication of reviews from authors, entities, or The Cochrane Collaboration’s Ombudsmen.

· To report to the Steering Group on the numbers and types of conflict being reported, the arbitration process used, and the outcomes.

The Publication Arbiters are accountable to the Cochrane Collaboration Steering Group, and should report in writing to the Group annually at its mid-year meetings
5) Report
During the last two years the Publication Arbiters have had to deal with three matters:

1. A Cochrane review author complained that their review was unfairly reviewed by individuals with a conflict of interest and certain studies (observational or of uncertain methodology) were not allowed to be included in the review, and the text of the review was modified by the editors. The Publication Arbiters considered the comments, met jointly with the CCSG Co-Chairs and the CEO on July 30, 2007 and recommended that the CCSG should address the issue of peer reviewer conflict of interest more transparently for the public. They commented, “We recognize that the Collaboration did not have in place a policy on conflict of interest with regard to peer reviewers at the time the review was first under consideration. To underscore and strengthen the current policy (see item 16 in the Collaboration’s Policy on Commercial Sponsorship
), we recommend that the CCSG consider asking peer reviewers and editors, as well as review authors (which they currently do), to declare potential conflicts. The Collaboration would need to discuss ways to manage potential conflicts and make this information public once it is decided.” They advised the relevant Co-ordinating Editor to remove the review in question from The Cochrane Library. 

2. In November  2007 a reader made allegations about a Cochrane review suggesting that the review authors had undeclared conflicts of interest which might have biased their review, had plagiarised their own previous work without acknowledgment and had concealed the authorship of a previous paper published elsewhere and that the review group had published sub-standard review. The publication arbiters conducted an investigation and reported on 3rd March 2008 that none of the comments were justified. They discovered that the complainant had made similar comments about one or more of the review authors to two paper journals and that neither complaint had been sustained. One of the comments had led to the complainant being publicly reprimanded. They recommended that the Review Group not publish comments from this complainant.

3. In February 2009 a comment author complained that the names of the co-authors of their had not been published with the comment. The Publication Arbiters referred this issue to the Editor in Chief who has resolved the matter.
Resolving the first two issues required extensive investigation taking about 20 hours for each of the two Publication Arbiters. Some such issues risk litigation and the Publication Arbiters have no legal indemnification. Richard Hughes wished to resign his position.
6) Recommendations

1. The CCSG should endorse the continued need for Publication Arbiters in the light of the appointment of the Editor in Chief.

2. The CCSG should advertise for and appoint a Publication Arbiter to replace Richard Hughes.
 
3. The CCSG should take legal advice and indemnify the Publication Arbiters against possible litigation arising from their work.

7) Action needed

The CCSG is asked to adopt the recommendations made in this paper.
PUBLICATION ARBITER NOMINATION
From: Jini Hetherington
Sent: 10 March 2009 13:00
To: ccsg@lists.cochrane.org
Subject: Publication Arbiter sought (REPLY BY 25 MARCH, please)

Dear members of the Steering Group - 
Richard Hughes, Co-ordinating Editor of the Cochrane Neuromuscular Disease Group, recently resigned from the role of Co-Publication Arbiter (with Kay Dickersin). The Co-Chairs have asked me to canvass you for nominations for someone to replace Richard. 
As described in the Cochrane Policy Manual, the two Publication Arbiters are chosen by the Steering Group from among its former members, authors and entities. Potential candidates should be nominated and seconded by current members of the Steering Group, and a nomination should be approved by the majority of the Steering Group with the approval of its Co-Chairs. 
For information on the Publication Arbiter's role and expectations, please see the Cochrane Policy Manual (http://www.mrc-bsu.cam.ac.uk/cochrane/manual/1_1_2_6_publication_arbiter.htm). Kay Dickersin can also provide information from personal experience. 
If you know of someone whom you think would fulfil this role well, please find out if she/he would be willing to take it on. By 25th March, I would need three e-mails:
1. An e-mail from you, nominating an individual.
2. An e-mail from that person, accepting the nomination.
3. An e-mail from someone else, seconding the nomination.
In order for the Steering Group to discuss the nominees at your meeting in Copenhagen next month, these e-mails need to reach me by 25th March, please. This is short notice so, if no-one is nominated to this timescale, the search for a Publication Arbiter will be taken up again after Copenhagen.

Best wishes, Jini. 
Ms Jini Hetherington
Administrator and Company Secretary
The Cochrane Collaboration Secretariat
Summertown Pavilion, 18-24 Middle Way, Oxford, OX2 7LG, UK
Tel +44 (0)1865 310138; Fax +44 (0)1865 316023
E-mail jhetherington@cochrane.org
Website: www.cochrane.org 



From: Peer Wille-Jørgensen [mailto:pwj01@bbh.regionh.dk] 
Sent: 17 March 2009 13:44
To: Jonathan Craig
Cc: altohorn@btinternet.com; Rick.Nelson@sth.nhs.uk
Subject: Funding Arbiter


Dear Jonathan 

I would like to nominate our Deputy Co-ordinating Editor, Rick Nelson, for this post. Rick has been with The Cochrane Collaboration for more than ten years, and has produced several reviews for more than three Review Groups. He has served as an editor of the Colorectal Cancer Group all of this time, and is currently its deputy Co-ordinating Editor. During his long Cochrane life, Rick has experienced several situations of conflict between groups in specific situations. I find him very qualified for the job as described in the job description. 

Sincerely 

Peer Wille-Jørgensen
Co-ordinating Editor, Cochrane Colorectal Cancer Group 
Consultant Surgeon
Department of Surgery K
Bispebjerg Hospital, 
DK-2400 Copenhagen NV
telf: +45 3531 3086
Jonathan Craig seconded this nomination verbally.
From: Rick.Nelson@sth.nhs.uk [mailto:Rick.Nelson@sth.nhs.uk] 
Sent: 25 March 2009 10:23
To: Jini Hetherington
Subject: RE: Funding Arbiter nomination

I accept the nomination, Jini.

Rick Nelson

Department of Surgery

Northern General Hospital

Herries Road

Sheffield

S5 7AU

UK

0114 271 5437

0114 226 9333

FAX  0114 226 6986

From: Dickersin, Kay [mailto:kdickers@jhsph.edu] 
Sent: 24 March 2009 18:58
To: Jini Hetherington
Cc: HKA02@bbh.regionh.dk; Dickersin, Kay
Subject: Publication arbiter

Dear Jini,

 

I understand Rick Nelson would be interested and willing to serve as a co-publication arbiter. I think this is a terrific nomination and support it wholeheartedly. Rick is a really good person. He's kind, thoughtful, generous, and fair, all qualities one would want in a person holding this position. He is a long time Cochrane supporter and active contributor. I have known Rick for many years, though we probably don't talk more than once every two years or so. I would look forward to working with him closely in the future - a great opportunity for me. Let me know if you have any questions.

 

Best, Taddy

  

Kay Dickersin, PhD

Professor

Director, US Cochrane Center

Department of Epidemiology

Johns Hopkins

Bloomberg School of Public Health

615 North Wolfe Street, Mail room 5010

Baltimore, MD 21205 USA

phone: 410-502-4421

fax: 410-502-4621

� 1 16. People with a direct financial interest in a particular intervention should not be involved in a review of that intervention, either as authors, editors or peer reviewers. 
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