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Something old, something 
new, something borrowed. . .
Several  years ago I attended the wedding of a long-time 
friend. As part of my wedding gift I created a card titled 
“Recipe for a Successful  Marriage.” I listed some 
ingredients (1 American man, well aged; 1 Swiss woman, 
zesty; 1 ½ cups physical  attraction; 2 cups love and 
affection; ½ cup communication; ¼ cup respect; 1 
tablespoon trust) and instructions (Combine the 
American man, the Swiss woman, and the physical 
attraction, and bring to a boil. Reduce heat and fold in 
the next 4 ingredients. Simmer for at least 10 years). At 
the wedding reception someone read my card aloud. I was pleased that it was such 
a hit. . . until I read through the other cards and saw that another guest had done 
exactly the same thing.

Had she stolen my idea? Doubtful. Had I stolen hers? Definitely not. Had we both 
unknowingly been influenced by something we saw on the Internet? Possibly. 
Regardless of the cause, the end result was that two people came up with the same 
idea at the same time and “submitted” it for evaluation by our peers.

Academic publishing is like that, too. People working in the same field draw on the 
same body of previous knowledge and come up with the same ideas. They invest 
time and money in pursuing those ideas, which they then submit for publication as 
“Original  Research”. During the evaluation process they then discover that their 
“original” idea isn’t necessarily “unique”. In fact, the journal Intensive Care Medicine 
instituted a department titled “Seminal Studies in Intensive Care” after an editor saw 
a poster at a congress and asked the presenter whether he was aware that his idea 
had already been published 20 years earlier.

Not all  similarities in published works result from coincidence, however. At the other 
end of the spectrum are researchers who appropriate the ideas, data, and language 
of others and present them as their own: plagiarists.

“Plagiarism” was the theme of COPE’s March 2010 annual seminar, and is the 
theme of the current issue of Ethical  Editing. In the Feature section you’ll find 
coverage of the meeting’s presentations and discussions. In Peer to Peer, editor 
Paula Martin shares her perspective on ethical issues in the field of nautical 
archeology.

Although COPE defines plagiarism as an offense, the workshop demonstrated that 
there’s not necessarily agreement on which ingredients are part of the problem. 
Happily, COPE has a new chef to help members evaluate the multitude of issues 
confronting them. We are pleased to announce the appointment of Natalie Ridgeway 
as the new Operations Manager.  
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The Scoop from COPE

You have a degree in History/History of Art. When 
you decided to study history, how did you think you 
would end up using your degree? 

To be honest, I didn’t really have any grand plan! I just 
love history and art history and wanted to study 
something that I really enjoyed. My main areas of 
interest are 15th–17th century UK and European political 
and religious history (the same era being reflected in 
my art history areas of specialty), with a special sideline 
in architectural history. I find these subjects fascinating, 
particularly how so many of the dynamics being played 
out on the world stage today have their root in what 
happened in the past. None of it is new!

Luckily my husband enjoys history and art, too. We will 
regularly hop in the car and go visit a new place just 
because I’ve read a fascinating book which is based in 
the area, or it has an exhibition I would like to see, or it 
has lots of lovely old houses. I’m also a keen amateur 
photographer and enjoy taking photos of the places we 
visit. I then spend hours on the PC turning them into 
something ‘arty’ using Photoshop. On our honeymoon 
to Italy I took over 3000 photos! In two weeks!

How can your degree be applied in the working 
world?

It’s sometimes said that Humanities subjects such as 
History or Art History are ‘soft’ subjects and that they 
don’t really give you any vocational skills. I don’t believe 
this. Studying History/Art History has given me 
invaluable skills which I use daily. The ability to critically 
appraise documents, to dig deeper into the text and 
read between the lines. To have an understanding of 
the environment in which an opinion was expressed so 
that it can be understood in context. The ability to form 
opinions based on a variety of sources. All these skills 
are vocational, and can be utilized in any role. 

How did you end up in medical publishing? 

A lucky accident really. I left university at a time when 
jobs were thin on the ground after the last recession. I 
had two job offers: one working on a graduate program 
for a building society and the other working for 
Cambridge University Press. I decided that I wasn’t 
really banking material but was definitely publishing 
material. That one decision set the course for my future 
career! I stayed with CUP for 11 months and, after 
applying to be an Editorial Assistant at the BMJ 
Publishing Group was offered a slightly different 

position which also incorporated systems training and 
management. I went on to managing the systems and 
processes which underpinned the publication progress. 
This led to project managing the development and 
implementation of an online manuscript and peer 
review tracking system at the BMJ Publishing Group, 
which saw us being one of the first major medical 
publishers to offer such a service in the UK. This 
experience I subsequently took to The Lancet and then 
on to COPE. 

What appeals to 
you about the 
position of COPE 
Operations 
Manager?

I like the all-
e n c o m p a s s i n g 
nature of the role. 
One day I could be 
a s s i s t i n g a n d 
suppo r t i ng ou r 
members, the next I 
could be speaking to the Charities Commission or 
Companies House to manage the business aspects of 
COPE, the following day I could be working on one of 
the projects we currently have underway. It is very 
varied.  

What are your goals for the first year?

My first goal will be to work with our new web manager, 
Cynthia Clerk, and the web subcommittee to revitalize 
our website. We have a lot of resources available on 
the website which are not always easy to find. Second, 
to launch the distance learning online course. I’m 
hoping to have the first module live by the Autumn (the 
deadline is now in print!) and am really excited about 
what we are doing with this. It will  be a great resource 
for our members. Third, I would like to work on COPE’s 
‘corporate’ image. Make it more professional and 
cohesive while retaining its friendly public  face. And 
finally I would like to take another look at our existing 
membership and see where and how we can support 
them better. COPE has expanded so rapidly in the past 
couple of years that it is now time to take a step back, 
look at what our members want from us, and work 
towards offering them the support and services that 
they need. 

New Operations Manager Natalie Ridgeway
Natalie Ridgeway grew up in Luton, an industrial town about 20 miles north of London. At COPE’s March 26, 
2010, annual meeting she took over the position of COPE Operations Manager.

Continued on page 3
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What do you see as your strengths?

I think I am pretty tenacious. I like to get things done 
and I like to get them done quickly! I’m not much one 
for wasting time. I am also resourceful and adaptable. If 
Route A proves to be a dead-end then I can quickly 
switch to Route B. There is always a way of doing 
something, you just have to find it! 

You have experience working with both people and 
information. Which is more challenging for you?

People are always more challenging! I have a logical 
mind, so I find information easy to compute. You can 
plan and prepare for a project or a task to the nth 
degree, but at the end of the day it is the people who 
can make or break it. People are not computers, and so 
you just can’t predict what they are going to do or think. 
The challenge is to understand what motivates people 

and to focus your strategy on meeting those needs as 
well as the needs of the project or task in hand. Always 
a challenge! But what would life be without challenges?

Web developments
In March 2010 COPE hired a part-time web 
manager, Cynthia Clerk. Cynthia has a Bachelor’s 
degree in Biology and a Master’s degree in 
Information and Communications Technology in 
Education. She has more than 10 years of 
experience developing and maintaining websites 
for organizations including the Employment 
Lawyers Association 
and the Victoria & 
A lber t Museum. 
Cynthia plans to 
focus on ensuring 
that the design and 
structure of the 
COPE website are 
improved, to give all 
visitors to the site 
better access to the 
information they 
need.

Web Manager Cynthia Clerk

Secretary and Treasurer confirmed
COPE received only one nomination each for the posts 
of Secretary and Treasurer. Interim Secretary Virginia 
Barbour and Interim Treasurer Richard O’Hagan were 
confirmed at the March 1, 2010, meeting of the COPE 
Council. The COPE Secretary serves a 3-year term, and 
the Treasurer a 5-year term.

COPE cases
Nine new cases were 
discussed at the March 1, 
2010, meeting of the COPE 
Forum (photo). Summaries of 
the cases and advice given 
are posted on the website at 
www.publicationethics.org/
admin/listcases.

Publishers enroll multiple journals
Wolters-Kluwer and Informa Healthcare have signed 
up 275 and 163 journals, respectively, as COPE 
members. That brings the current COPE 
membership total to 5295. The following publishers 
have enrolled more than 100 journals:

Elsevier 1284
Taylor & Francis 1265
Wiley-Blackwell 1039
Springer Science and Business Media 339
Wolters Kluwer 275
Emerald Group Publishing 235
BioMed Central  211
Informa Healthcare 163

http://www.publicationethics.org/admin/listcases
http://www.publicationethics.org/admin/listcases
http://www.publicationethics.org/admin/listcases
http://www.publicationethics.org/admin/listcases


Harold Sox shares some lessons 
learned
Plagiarism is an act of fraud 
involving both stealing 
information and lying about 
where information came 
from, said the seminar’s first 
speaker, Harold Sox, who 
served from 2001 to 2009 as 
Editor of the Annals of 
Internal Medicine and is 
currently Professor of 
Medicine at Dartmouth 
Medical School. Speaking on 
the topic “Plagiarism in the 
Electronic  Age,” Sox said that there is little systematic, 
scientific knowledge about plagiarism, but that the 
development of software to check repetition has made 
it easier to detect plagiarism, which he described as 
“kidnapping of material”.

Sox presented four cases that demonstrated various 
aspects of plagiarism. The first involved his Chief of 
Medicine at Stanford University, Kenneth Melmon. A 
chapter written by Melmon for a textbook called 
Principles of Pharmacology included 15 pages of text 
from an earlier textbook Melmon had helped edit. 
Melmon claimed he had written in the margins where 
the text had come from, planning to cite the source, 
but delegated responsibility for checking galleys to 
another person, and didn’t look at his chapter after it 
was published. When it was discovered that he had 
plagiarized material, Melmon lost his Chairmanship. 
This, said Sox, emphasizes the importance of not 
delegating responsibility for text that you write.

The second case involved a paper published by a 
French author named Sébastien Gibot in the Annals of 
Internal Medicine. After publication of the article, Sox 
received a letter from researchers in Switzerland 
claiming that Gibot had plagiarized their work. A 
comparison of  the two texts showed clearly that in 
several paragraphs of the Discussion the flow of the 
logic, the sentence structure, and the sentence order 
were the same, said Sox. He notified the dean of 
Gibot’s university of the overlap, and Gibot 
acknowledged that he had cut and pasted two 
paragraphs of the Swiss authors’ text. A correction was 
published in the journal, and the senior French author 
apologized to the Swiss authors, who accepted the 

apology. This case, said Sox, is an example of how 
junior authors sometimes plagiarize to compensate for 
their weak language skills, and also demonstrates that 
it is possible to maintain cordial relations with rivals.

In the third case, authors conducting a systematic 
review discovered plagiarism in a paper by Asim 
Kurjak of Croatia. Half of Kurjak’s article was identical 
to an earlier article by different authors. Although 
Kurjak’s university was contacted, as was the journal in 
which the plagiarizing article was published, the 
university did not investigate, and the article was not 
retracted. It is the responsibility of journal  authors and 
editors to retract fraudulent articles, said Sox, “but they 
often do not.” And academic leaders “must recognize 
that failing to investigate alleged misdoing brings 
greater shame on their institution than investigating it 
and living with the consequences,” Sox said.

The fourth case Sox shared is the only known case of 
published plagiarism in approximately 70,000 
submissions to the New England Journal of Medicine 
under the editorship of Jeff Drazen. Drazen told Sox 
that the journal was contacted by an author who 
claimed that his slide had been plagiarized. The 
plagiarizing author had turned the published image 
upside down and backwards and changed it from color 
to black & white. When the author refused to retract 
the article Drazen retracted it. The author sued the 
journal, but “nothing has come of that,” Sox said.

Sox reminded the audience of the seriousness of any 
effort to misrepresent the scientific record; science 
builds on what is already there, he said, and thus 
“finding errors and removing fakery is an obligation of 
the scientific  community.” The scientific  record “should 
be sacrosanct,” he said.

Feature

Seminar attendees ponder plagiarism
Plagiarism was the theme of COPE’s 2010 annual  seminar, held in London on March 27. The seminar featured 
three presentations, a panel discussion of questions submitted by members, and discussion of past COPE cases 
in breakout sessions, plus the chance to talk over tea. The seminar was organized by COPE Council members 
André Van Steirteghem, Randell Stephenson and Trish Groves and attended by 86 members. Coverage follows.
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Some questions for the future

• Should screening for plagiarism be routine 
practice?

• Should editors screen all submissions, or just 
the ones they want to publish?

• Is plagiarizing data and images a greater 
offense than plagiarizing text?

• What should the threshold be for contacting 
institutions about plagiarized work?

• Can software detect the “most insidious” form 
of plagiarism: the piracy of ideas?

Harold Sox



Cultural differences in plagiarism
Is text ownership a 
Western concept? 
That question was 
posed by speaker 
Vasiliy Vlassov of 
t h e R u s s i a n 
S o c i e t y f o r 
Evidence-Based 
Medicine, who 
gave examples of 
plagiarism in other 
cultures. Russia, 

he said, is a collectivist culture, and “Helping a friend 
takes prevalence over academic honesty concerns,” 
while in Asia, using the words of others can perhaps be 
linked to “their tradition of respect for authority,” although 
to the Western world this might not seem like respect.

In Russia no state or funding body, academy, or society 
has an entity whose role is to manage cases of 
research misconduct, said Vlassov, and it wasn’t until 
2009 that Moscow State University introduced a Code of 
Ethics in which plagiarism was defined as misconduct. 
The chairman of the state body evaluating Russian 

dissertations and approving degrees estimated that in 
2006, 1/3 of dissertations were bought. 

In 2006, Vladimir Putin, the current Prime Minister and 
former President of Russia, was accused by 
researchers at the Washington-based Brookings 
Institution of plagiarizing 16 pages of the PhD thesis he 
defended in 1997 for a Candidate of Science degree, 
equivalent to a PhD. According to Vlassov, Russian law 
requires that dissertations be based on research done 
by the candidate and produced by the author 
personally. If the allegations against Putin are true, he 
would be guilty not only of scientific  misconduct, but of 
a criminal offense. However, the allegations remain 
unproven, and in any case Russian law prohibits 
prosecution of a former President.

Putin is not the only prominent Russian suspected of 
stretching ethical boundaries, according to Vlassov: 218 
of 450 chairs in the Russian parliament are occupied by 
Candidates and Doctors of Science, but “most of them 
never did any research,” and recently the Vice 
President of the Russian Academy of Sciences was 
accused of plagiarizing dozens of pages of economics 
handbooks. Plagiarism in Russia is “usually intentional,” 
said Vlassov, “but understood as negligible misconduct, 
especially if the plagiarizer is not caught.”

Feature
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Plagiarism screening:
An update on CrossCheck
After the morning’s overview of plagiarism, attendees heard 
from Kirsty Meddings of CrossRef, who described how her 

c o m p a n y ’ s p r o d u c t , 
CrossCheck, is used in the 
detec tion of plagiarism. 
Launched in the summer of 
2008, CrossCheck uses a 
software called iThenticate and 
databases of content against 
which submitted manuscripts 
can be compared.

CrossCheck looks for both 
identical and similar text in 
documents that are 

chosen. Although it can be “quite daunting” to evaluate 
possible duplication, said Meddings, “people do start to 
get a feel for what constitutes a significant match.” The 
system finds instances of self.plagiarism, salami slicing 
and duplicate publication more often than actual 
plagiarism, said Meddings. It “can’t actually detect 
plagiarism; it detects overlap,” and thus “having an 
editor look at the report is absolutely critical.” 

80 publishers currently subscribe to CrossCheck. In 
2009 CrossRef surveyed users to determine how they 
were using the product. Quite a range of approaches 

were reported. Some users reported screening all 
submitted manuscripts, others only a percentage of 
manuscripts, or only those that aroused suspicion, or 
those that were accepted. The stage of the editorial 
process at which screening was conducted also varied, 
but the most common approach was to screen on 
submission.

“One result that was quite encouraging--or 
discouraging, depending on how you look at it,” said 
Meddings, was that around half of the journals 
participating in two large publishers’ pilot projects had 
actually detected plagiarism using CrossCheck. 

There are some things that the software cannot yet do, 
including screening figures and detecting duplicate 
submissions. The vast majority of documents screened 
are in English, but the iThenticate system can also look 
at duplicate texts in other languages, including French, 
German, Korean, and Japanese. 

Although there is an initial  investment, some 
publishers’ insurance premiums have gone down as a 
result of their using CrossCheck, according to 
Meddings, and the product is saving editors time. 
However, several audience members commented on a 
potential  downside to the development of plagiarism 
detection software, expressing concern that systems 
like CrossCheck are encouraging intelligent plagiarism. 
“I don’t think it will deter them; I think it will make them 
smarter plagiarizers,” one person said.

Kirsty Meddings

Vasiliy Vlassov
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Panelists (l–r) Randell Stephenson (COPE Council), Richard O’Hagan (COPE Treasurer), Craig Phelan (COPE 
Council), Kirsty Meddings (CrossRef), Vasiliy Vlassov (the Russian Society for Evidence-Based Medicine), and 
Harold Sox (Dartmouth Medical School). The panel was organized by Council member André Van Steirteghem.

BioMed Central was well-represented at the seminar 
with 8 attendees. Below (l–r): Rhian Cunliffe, Scott 
Edmunds, Hans Zauner, Helen Whitaker, Elizabeth 
Benson, and Hannah Stower. Not pictured: Surayya 
Johar and Alexander Kroll.

Irene Hames from The Plant Journal and Anthony 
Newman from Elsevier Life Sciences in Amsterdam.

Workshops and panel provide opportunities for discussion
In the afternoon, attendees broke into 5 groups to discuss previous COPE cases, and 
then reconvened to present summaries of their discussions and to hear what advice the 
COPE Forum had offered in the past. Often the discussions led to questions, such as, Is 
it a lesser crime to quote yourself in a review paper than in an original  research paper? 
And more than once the groups questioned whether the editors who brought the cases to 
COPE had been too hasty in accusing authors of wrongdoing, or not diligent enough in 
trying to get all sides of a story. “One of the things that slightly troubles me, reading 
through these five cases. . . is how in some cases, editors are acting as judge and jury,” 
said a member of the audience. 
The final activity of the day was a panel discussion featuring the 3 speakers and 3 COPE 
Council members (photo above), who shared their perspectives on questions posed by 

the audience. A common thread was that editors were worried that writers were becoming more proficient at 
plagiarizing. Cathy Kennedy of Oxford Journals asked: “How do we stop authors just becoming better at 
rewording stuff?” She also expressed worry over the fact that plagiarism software “focuses on words rather than 
ideas,” and thus editors may start to do the same. “I think ideas are more important,” she said. Randell 
Stephenson pointed out, however, that “In the marketplace of ideas, it’s quite likely that people might be having 
the same thoughts.” Council  member Trish Groves shared a story of a student who was distressed because he 
felt he wasn’t capable of writing anything original, and would always have to borrow from others who came before 
him. “That’s how knowledge comes about,” said Trish. The challenge is “teaching students to use other people’s 
ideas appropriately.” It’s inevitable that repetition occurs, added Richard O’Hagan. “Sometimes when you’re 
writing something, there are only so many ways you can say it.” Struggling to find a different slant or using 30 
words to say what someone else has said in five is counterproductive, he said. “There has to be a degree of 
common sense.” Preventing plagiarism is a matter of educating people about the importance of ethical  behavior, 
said André Van Steirteghem in ending the seminar. “The rules of being an honest person” must be kept intact.
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Our subject area is 
broad, but the number of 
people involved is 
relatively small, and it’s 
easy for me to check 
whether something has 
already been published. 
We’re an international 
journal  but publish in English 
only, so ‘first publication in 
English’ allows those who 

normally publish in their own language an extra 
chance of publication, which looks good on their CV.

I know many of the authors personally, and have a 
network of contacts I can use to check if I’m suspicious 
about an individual’s motives or background (basically, 
treasure-hunting rather than archaeology).  Although 
multiple authorship of papers (more than 3) is 
increasing, it’s still mainly in the more scientific  papers, 
generally marine geophysics, and I tend to assume 
that if I know one or more of the named authors the 
others will be all right. I hope I’m not being naive. But 
as they are usually publishing first in scientific journals, 
and we get a less scientific, more archaeological 
version of the paper, with references for those who 
want to know more about the science, I assume that 
others who know more than I do have already vetted 
the work.

I did publish one paper about ‘Ruling Theory’ (when 
the hope of reaching a particular conclusion can 
influence the interpretation of information), which 
discussed the evidence used by the excavators of a 
particular shipwreck to identify it. I was surprised how 
little comment it generated. When a journal only 
comes out twice a year I suspect some people feel the 
matter is too out-of-date to bother commenting. The 
riposte came in the form of a scientific  paper 
expanding on some of the technical grounds for the 
identification. While the referee (in whom I have great 
confidence) wasn’t convinced about the identification, 
he felt the associated geophysical  research deserved 

publication. I went ahead, and had no adverse 
comments, and have seen the work cited. It’s one of 
those things which may take several more years to 
prove or disprove.

Not being sure of the legitimacy of research is just one 
problem I’ve encountered. Something I had never 
foreseen was when two authors submitted similar 
articles within a few weeks of each other. Each 
claimed the other had heard a lecture by him/her and 
decided to jump on the bandwagon, and I didn’t know 
which one to believe. They were in a distant country 
where I had no contacts, so I got referees to judge 
which paper I should accept, provided I was satisfied 
that there hadn’t been plagiarism. One author had 
better text and the other had better images. I rejected 
the lower quality text and invited the other author to go 
out and get better images, but she never did, so I 
ended up not publishing either paper (archaeology 
needs good illustrations), and the rejected author 
published in a different journal.

My main problem related to plagiarism is with images 
rather than words. Many people are not clear about 
copyright law. Students are used to illustrating their 
work with images downloaded from the Internet, and 
other authors don’t realize that they can’t just copy an 
image from someone else’s book. Some papers fall by 
the wayside over problems of contacting copyright 
holders, or the cost of buying images from libraries or 
museums. 

It’s clear that even in the arts, an editor needs to be 
vigilant. Although archaeology is not as fast-moving as 
the sciences, there are still grey areas, and I suspect 
there are people who get their names on articles 
without deserving the credit. In my experience, quality 
bears no direct relationship to experience or fame, and 
it’s a shame if the young feel  that they need to attach a 
better-known name to their paper to ensure it’s taken 
seriously. From my perspective, perhaps the greatest 
satisfaction of the job comes from helping new/young 
scholars get into print, and watching their careers take off.   

Paula Martin is Editor of the International Journal of Nautical  Archaeology, a biannual journal publishing 
excavation and survey reports and original discussions of issues relating to nautical  archaeology, as well  as 
shorter articles, reports, and technical notes with illustrations, outlining or discussing discoveries, problems, or 
work in progress, and thus not necessarily definitive. In this installment of Peer to Peer she describes some of 
the ethical issues she has encountered as editor of a small arts journal.

Ethics and the arts

Paula Martin
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Have an idea for the newsletter? Write to:
cope_editor@publicationethics.org

“Do you think anyone will notice that we used 
the photo from the Times?”

by Annemarie Glaser

“Plagiarism is more than theft. It represents a 
challenge to your integrity and expertise and puts your 
reputation on the line.”

Michael Bugeja, Busting the New Breed of Plagiarist
h t tp : / /www.awpwr i t e r.o rg /magaz ine /wr i t e r s /
mbugeja01.htm

In 2003, CQ Researcher, published by Washington-
based Congressional  Quarterly Inc., produced a 24-
page issue titled “Combating Plagiarism”. Among the 
topics (still  timely and of interest even after 7 years) 
are a chronology of key events since 1790, plagiarism 
as a tradition, the Internet’s effect on plagiarism, and 
approaches educators can use to combat plagiarism. 
Also included is a list of selected publications current 
at the time, covering the topics “Academic Honor 
Codes/Plagiarism”, “Anti-Plagiarism Programs/
Companies”, “Internet Plagiarism”, “Journalistic 
Plagiarism”, “Plagiarism and Copyright”, and 
“Plagiarism by Leaders”.

Hansen, Brian. “Combating Plagiarism.” CQ 
Researcher, September 19, 2003; Vol 13, Issue 32, 
pages 773-796. www.cqpress.com

Words from the wise

A plagiarism primer

Although the idea of establishing a professional 
association for Iranian medical editors was first 
proposed many years ago, it wasn’t until  2009 that 
almost all Iranian medical editors gathered in Tehran to 
get acquainted and exchange ideas. Six months later, 
on May 13-14, 2010, a second Iranian medical editors' 
seminar took place in Isfahan. On the first day a report 
presented by the Deputy of Research of the Iranian 
Ministry of Health and Medical Education showed that 
currently 155 medical journals are published by Iranian 
medical universities and research centers. Of these, 22 
have been indexed by ISI and 7 by Medline. 
"How to Improve Medical Journals", "How to Challenge 
Usual Errors in Writing Medical  Articles" and "COPE; 
Aims and Perspectives" were among the other topics 
presented at the seminar. It was interesting to find that 
most Iranian medical editors have ethical concerns 
similar to those of their European or American 
counterparts. 
Although various cultures should be treated 
individually, I find that the COPE flowcharts can offer a 
systematic approach to dealing with ethical mis-
behavior. I decided to translate all the flowcharts into 
Persian, a task which seemed easy at  first, but proved 

to be very challenging when I realized that many words 
did not have an exact synonym in Persian. I sent the 
Persian version of the flowcharts and a note for Iranian 
editors written by COPE Chair Liz Wager to organizers 
of the seminar 
a week before 
the event. They 
distributed the 
n o t e a n d 
flowcharts with 
t h e o t h e r 
handouts to all 
participants. 
The seminar 
ended on May 
1 4 w i t h a 
dec is ion to 
o r g a n i z e 
similar meetings to discuss related topics, especially 
ethical  concerns. As the trend in medical  publishing is 
toward considering ethical  standards as basic rules, I 
hope that presenting COPE to Iranian editors will 
encourage them to join the organization, so that we can 
follow a uniform ethical approach in medical publishing. 
 
Behrooz Astaneh, M.D, Deputy Editor, Iranian Journal 
of Medical Sciences   
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