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Robert J Moots MD PhD, 
Professor of Rheumatology
University of Liverpool, Editor in 
Chief, Rheumatology

I trained in Medicine at St Mary’s 
Hospital London (Imperial 
College), then after some junior 
hospital jobs in London moved 
to the Institute of Molecular 
Medicine at Oxford University to 

undertake an immunology PhD.  Following that, I became 
Lecturer in Rheumatology at the University of Birmingham 
and thereafter a Research Fellow at Harvard Medical School, 
USA.  I returned to the UK to take up an academic post in 
rheumatology at the University of Liverpool, and in 2002 
was made full Professor of Rheumatology (the youngest 
person to be full professor and head of department in 
Rheumatology in the UK).  

What are your main achievements as researcher and author? 
Over the years, my research focus has changed from 
being a T Cell immunologist working on MHC/Peptide 
interactions to, on returning to the UK, identifying a new 
interest in innate immunity with a special focus on the role 
of neutrophils in rheumatic disease.  It has been particularly 
satisfying to branch out into another form of research and 
I am delighted that this has proven so fruitful.  However, 
the real credit for this lies with my Liverpool colleague, 
Professor Steven Edwards, a world authority in neutrophils 
who sold me the importance of studying them in rheumatic 
diseases with him.  I am also involved in a broad spectrum 
of work focusing on inflammatory rheumatic diseases from 
bench to bedside including clinical trials and a drug discovery 
programme. I have published more than 100 papers.

When did you decide to be an editor?
I never expected to become editor of a journal.  I applied for 
the post of Editor of Rheumatology because I was invited to 
do so and assumed that there probably weren’t any other 
applications.  I was rather shocked to hear, when appointed 
to the post, that there was an extremely strong field and I 
was fortunate to secure this position – but what it really 
involved I had little idea at the time!

Do your editorial responsibilities affect your work as a clinician 
and educator?
I believe that the journal enhances my ability to work as a 
clinician, perform research and educate others.  One of the 
reasons for this is that I now see a whole spectrum of cutting-
edge research, which places me in an ideal position to know 
far more about what is going on around the world than I had 
previously understood.  On the other hand, the journal is 
constantly at the back of my mind in all my normal work, not 
least because I am constantly on the look out for potential 
topics for reviews, editorials and other such things.

What is the main function of a scholarly journal? 
There are many different potential roles for journals, 
ranging from education to communicating pioneering 
research. There is a big misunderstanding over the quality 
of journals that, in a blinkered way, often focus on impact 
factor. Main functions of a scholarly journal should be to 
inform, educate, stimulate debate and be interesting. 

I believe that Rheumatology is relevant to all people 
involved in rheumatic diseases, including students. In 
Liverpool, we train students to learn from appropriate 
sources, including journals. A journal publishing cutting-
edge research together with state-of-the-art reviews, like 
Rheumatology, is of major relevance to medical students.

What is most challenging in the digital era of journal editing?
Online publication has improved journal accessibility and 
communication with readers. A lot of things have changed to 
accommodate this, including the business model for journals. 
We try to ensure that Rheumatology is at the forefront of new 
technology and have introduced podcasts - published both 
on the journal website and iTunes. The newer generation of 
researchers and clinicians will have been brought up with 
digital technology in the way that the older generation have 
not. Even at the simple level of having a Facebook presence, 
Twitter feeds and podcasts, we need to make sure that we can 
service the demands of this generation in the way that the 
paper journals did for their constituents in the past.

What do you find to be the benefits of membership of EASE 
and similar organisations?
The worst thing in publishing is to work in isolation.  The 
ability to interact with others in similar positions is crucial 
for publishing, just as it is in all other forms of life.  Bodies 
such as EASE and COPE provide important fora to raise and 
share problems and help ensure that there is a structured 
and supportive way to take things forward.  

What are your plans for improving your journal?
Rheumatology is fortunate in having an extremely well 
committed and engaged international editorial board. Our 
associate editors are key leaders in rheumatology. Our editors 
meet regularly and, together, help drive forward the journal on 
different fronts, including increasing circulation and reaching 
out to the global scientific and rheumatologic communities.

Your advice to young Editors?
Young Editors, like me (!) should continue to strive to do 
the best for their journal.  It is important to appreciate that 
you are not working in isolation: sharing with other editors 
can be very helpful - seek advice, suggestions and help 
where required.  Similarly, it is important to ensure the core 
community that your journal serves supports your journal.  
Having a vision for development is crucial – but not to the 
exclusion of listening to sensible advice.  There is a great 
future for medical and scientific publishing and this future 
lies in your hands!

My Life as an Editor  - Robert J Moots News Notes
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(http://esebookshelf.blogspot.
com) where full URLs may be 
found

Peer-reviewing of open data
While peer review is a mainstay of 
the publication process, does it have a 
role in assessing the quality, relevance 
and significance of data, independent 
of any publication? Researchers at 
the Royal Netherlands Academy of 
Arts and Sciences investigated this 
approach by asking users of its open 
data repository to review the data 
sets they downloaded. The findings, 
presented at the 7th International 
Digital Curation Conference (www.
dcc.ac.uk/events/idcc11) held in 
Bristol, UK in December 2011, 
showed that data users could provide 
positive but critical feedback that 
could enable ‘tagging’ of data sets in 
areas such as relevance, quality, and 
intent to publish based on the data.

Books for students: print versus 
digital
Two recent reports on students’ 
information sources had somewhat 
different findings. The Pearson 
Foundation, a not-for-profit 
organisation, surveyed students in 
the US, and found that about 60% 
preferred digital books over print. 
However, a survey in the UK by book 
research company BML Bowker, 
found that about 60% used print 
books, with very few relying on 
ebooks. So it will be interesting to 
see the results of the Global eBook 
Monitor study, an international 
study being undertaken by BML 
Bowker, Pearson, and several other 
organisations.

ALPSP awards and conference
The Association of Learned and 
Professional Society Publishers 
(ALPSP; www.alpsp.org) is seeking 
nominations for its 2012 Awards for 

publishing innovation and best new 
journal. The publishing innovation 
award aims to recognise novel 
approaches to publishing that are 
sustainable and beneficial, while 
the new journal award honours 
achievements in launching, marketing 
and commercial viability as well as 
editorial strategy. The closing date 
for applications is 30 May 2012 and 
the winners will be announced at 
the ALPSP International Conference 
(www.alpspconference.org) in 
September.

FRPAA, RWA & Elsevier
The Federal Research Public Access 
Act (FRPAA) is currently making 
progress through the US legislature. 
It will require US federal agencies 
with a budget of over $100 million 
to make government-funded 
research available for free online 
access, no later than six months 
after publication in a peer-reviewed 
journal. Public access and library 
groups have welcomed the bill but 
many publishers are concerned by 
the timescales. Debate about the 
FRPAA has been in the shadow of a 
furore surrounding another act, the 
Research Works Act, which aimed to 
stop the spread of mandates and was 
supported by the large publishers. 
Elsevier came under attack from 
many in the research community 
for its support of the act, as well as 
its pricing policies, and there were 
concerted campaigns directed against 
the company (eg thecostofknowledge.
com). Elsevier eventually withdrew 
its support for the RWA and the act 
was withdrawn soon after.

New ways to publish
Peer Evaluation (www.peerevaluation.
org) is a new, independent 
‘community interest’ service that 
“empowers you to manage and 
track the peer review, dissemination 
and reuse of your scholarly 
communications”. The site uses 
a range of social media tools, 
indexing systems, web technologies 
and widgets to enable researchers 
to bypass or enhance traditional 

publishing channels for peer review 
and dissemination. Uploaded files 
(published or unpublished) are 
embedded with a ‘Peerev’ widget that 
prompts and permits readers to offer 
formal or informal peer review, then 
indexed and disseminated and all 
feedback is aggregated and measured 
using the ‘Total Impact’ (total-impact.
org) system.

Another service offering peer 
review, curation and sharing is 
Figshare (figshare.com), supported 
by Digital Science, a sister company 
of Nature Publishing Group. Figshare 
enables researchers to “...publish 
all of their research outputs to the 
web in seconds in an easily citable, 
sharable and discoverable manner.” 
It addresses the need for attribution 
and citation of figures, data, tables, 
videos and any other file formats that 
can be published.

F1000, the post-publication peer 
review organisation, will start its 
own publication venture during 
2012. Called F1000 Research 
(f1000research.com), it offers 
immediate, open-access publication 
of a range of file types, and will 
“address the major issues afflicting 
scientific publishing today: timely 
dissemination of research, peer 
review, and sharing of data”.

The future of publishing (again)
Every issue of News Notes seems 
to include an item about the future 
of publishing, sometimes doom 
and gloom, other times blossoming 
with optimism. On 29 Feb 2012, 
a group from Oxford University 
brought together representatives 
from publishing companies and 
advocates of open science to 
discuss “The Scientific Evolution: 
Open Science and the Future of 
Publishing.” The meeting covered 
journal subscriptions, publishing 
costs, clarity, and peer review. 
You can watch a video of the 
session on the organisers’ website 
(evolutionofscience.org), and there’s 
a useful report of the meeting on 
F1000research.com (2 March 2012).

Over the Atlantic, a similar 
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discussion took place at Duke 
University, Durham, NC, USA on 
24 Feb 2012. Entitled “Transitions 
in Journal Publishing” the meeting 
was also recorded (tinyurl.com/ease-
news11) and reported (tinyurl.com/
ease-news12).

Finally, a paper by two researchers 
at the US National Institute of Mental 
Health, published in Frontiers 
in Computational Neuroscience 
(2011;5:55) puts forward a detailed 
proposal for a new approach to 
publishing that attempts to more 
efficiently marshall the energies and 
resources of authors, reviewers and 
editors by rearranging the process 
and the finances. See what you think.

Avian flu article debate 
Two articles reporting ways of 
mutating the infamous H5N1 
influenza virus were put under 
scrutiny when a US government 
body expressed concerns about the 
risks of publishing such sensitive 
information. The papers were 
submitted to (and accepted by) 
Nature and Science in November 
2011, but the journals were asked 
to withold publication by the US 
National Science Advisory Board 
for Biosecurity (NSABB). Both the 
authors and the NSABB argued their 
case in the two journals, but the 
matter seems to have been resolved 
by a World Health Organization 
panel, which has ruled that the 
articles should now be published in 
full after a reasonable delay.

How to repeat a citation
In academic book editing, there 
are numerous ways of shortening 
a citation after a first full mention. 
It varies between disciplines and 
publishers. While the simplest 
approach is “Name, short title, 
page number”, there are also the 
Latin constructions ‘ibid.’, ‘idem’, 
‘id.’ ‘op. cit.’, and ‘loc. cit.’, which can 
be confusing and obscure. A post 
by Carol Saller on the Chronicle 
of Higher Education’s Lingua 
Franca blog (chronicle.com/blogs/
linguafranca; 1 March 2012) explains 
the sometimes arcane rules regarding 
their usage and offers some useful 
guidance.

How to cite a tweet
With so much information exchange 
(and peer review) taking place on 
Twitter, editors may wonder how to 
cite a tweet. The Modern Language 
Association has guidelines on just 
that on its website (tinyurl.com/ease-
news13). Using this guidance, here is 
how a recent tweet from EASE should 
be cited: European Association of 
Science Editors (EASEeditors). “New 
EASE website launched” 6 Feb 2012, 
5:27 pm. Tweet. 

PEER End of Project conference
The PEER (Publishing and Ecology 
of European Research) project was 
set up to investigate the impact 
of systematic deposition of peer-
reviewed manuscripts into research 
repositories. Funded partly by the 
European Union, the project has 
involved collaboration between 
publishers, repositories and 
researchers and culminates in an End 
of Project Conference, to be held on 
29 May 2012 in Brussels, Belgium. 
You can find out more about the 
conference and the final report on the 
PEER website (www.peerproject.eu).

Retractions: correcting the record 
since 1756
Retractions play an important part 
in maintaining the integrity of the 
scientific record. While there are 
sometimes concerns about delays, 
incomplete invesigation and non-
adherence to guidelines, a recent 
citation analysis published in 
Research Policy (2012;41:276-290) 
and reported on the Society for 
Scholarly Publishing’s Scholarly 
Kitchen blog (scholarlykitchen.
sspnet.org; 29 Feb 2012) showed that 
retractions, at least in biomedicine, 
remain a viable, efficient way of 
informing the research community 
about invalid work. The study looked 
at authorship and citation patterns 
of retracted papers, compared with a 
control group, and noted a clear effect 
on the citation record.

Another finding of the study, 
reported by the Retraction Watch 
blog (retractionwatch.wordpress.
com; 27 Feb 2012) was the discovery 
of the earliest known English-
language scientific retraction notice. 

It was submitted over 250 years ago 
to the Philosophical Transactions 
of the Royal Society (1756;49:682-
683; doi:10.1098/rstl.1755.0107) by 
Benjamin Wilson, who wished to 
withdraw a previously expressed 
opinion on “minus electricity”.

Arabic research database
A new online database provides 
access to scientific research from Arab 
and Islamic countries. The database, 
called E-Marefa (www.e-marefa.net) 
was launched in January 2012 by the 
Jordan-based company Knowledge 
World Company for Digital Content. 
At launch the database included 
45,000 journal articles and reports 
in Arabic with English translations, 
as well as access to full-text articles 
from 450 journals, but the developers 
hope to expand coverage during 
2012. The database will include only 
peer-reviewed work, to counter a 
perception that publications from 
the Arab world are biased or of poor 
quality, and will be free for academic 
and healthcare organisations.

The Anywhere Article
Despite the numerous innovations 
in web design and technology and 
the versatility of HTML as a way of 
presenting text on the web, the PDF 
endures as a hugely popular format 
for scientific papers. One reason may 
be the lack of clutter, a side effect 
of all that design and technology 
innovation. While websites can offer 
all manner of tools and interactivity, 
the primary task when faced with a 
scientific paper is one of concentrated 
reading, avoiding distraction. In an 
attempt to combine the readability of 
the PDF with the benefits of HTML, 
Wiley-Blackwell has developed the 
‘Anywhere Article’ (tinyurl.com/
ease-news9). The aim is to have a 
PDF-like view that works on mobile 
platforms and also allows web-like 
enhancements and linking. Wiley-
Blackwell hopes to use the model on 
both Wiley Online Library and new 
mobile apps.

John Hilton
Editor, The Cochrane Collaboration

London, UK
hilton.john@gmail.com

The Editor’s Bookshelf

Please write to annamaria.rossi@
iss.it if you wish to send new items 
or become a member of the EASE 
journal blog (http://ese-bookshelf.
blogspot.com) and see your 
postings published in the journal. 

EDITORIAL PROCESS

Fowler M. Peerage of Science: a 
publishing revolution? Theoretically 
Speaking Nature.com blog Jan 16, 2012 
A high number of scientists, coupled 
with the pressure to publish more 
(often smaller units of) science, 
is increasing the burden on peer 
reviewers. Peerage of Science (PoS) is 
a new initiative that aims to improve 
on some of the perceived problems 
with peer review, independently from 
journals and publishing houses. One 
of its goals is that of cutting down 
unnecessary repetition of effort in 
the review/editorial process to get the 
work published more easily. This post 
assesses the pros and cons of various 
aspects of the POS system from 
different points of view (authors, 
reviewers, and editors). 

Hartley J. Refereeing academic 
articles in the information age. 
British Journal of Educational 
Technology Epub 28 August 2011 
In this article some of the current 
practices used by editors, authors 
and referees when using electronic 
submission and publishing systems 
are discussed. The use of new 
technology increases the possibilities 
for gathering, analyzing and 
presenting summary data. The author 
believes that refereeing should be 
open, ie correspondence between 
editors, referees and authors should 
be open and available, and not private.
doi: 10.1111/j.1467-8535.2011.01211.x

ETHICAL ISSUES

Fang FC, Casadevall A, Morrison RP. 
Retracted science and the retraction 
index. Infection and Immunity 
2011;79(10):3855-3859 
To determine whether journals differ 

in frequency of retracted articles 
and whether there is a relationship 
between retraction frequency and 
journal impact factor, the authors 
carried out a PubMed search among 
17 journals. Using a novel measure, 
the “Retraction Index”, they found 
that the frequency of retraction varies 
among journals and that it shows a 
strong correlation with the journal 
impact factor.
doi: 10.1128/IAI.05661-11

Morgan C. Understanding the 
Creative Commons licence. Learned 
Publishing 2011;24(1):51-53 
This article explores some of the 
issues relating to the use of the 
Creative Commons (CC) licences. Six 
types of CC licences are described, 
from the least to the most restrictive. 
Each publisher needs to make his 
own decision about whether to use 
them according to their advantages 
and disadvantages, guided by the 
difference between “some rights 
reserved” and “all rights reserved”.
doi: 10.1087/20110108

Newman JC, Feldman R. Copyright 
and open access at the bedside. The 
New England Journal of Medicine 
2011;365:2447-2449 
What can researchers do to ensure 
that other colleagues can use clinician 
tools they developed to improve 
patient care? A good solution is that 
authors provide explicit permissive 
licensing, ideally with a form of 
copyleft. Any new tool developed 
with public funds should be required 
to use a copyleft or similar license to 
guarantee the freedom to distribute 
and improve it. Yet authors would 
maintain ownership and copyright 
of their tool and could profit by 
licensing it for a fee to commercial 
users or publishers.

Shields L, Hall J, Mamun AA. 
The “gender gap” in authorship 
in nursing literature. Journal 
of the Royal Society of Medicine 
2011;104(11):457-464 
There is gender bias in authorship in 
nursing journals in the UK similar to 

that observed in medicine, with more 
men than women as first or senior 
authors of articles. Despite the small 
proportion of men in the nursing 
workforce, up to 30% of first authors 
in 8 non-specialist nursing journals 
were men. UK journals were more 
likely to have male authors than USA 
journals, and this increased over time. 
doi: 10.1258/jrsm.2011.110015

Souder L. The ethics of scholarly peer 
review: a review of the literature. 
Learned Publishing 2011;24(1):55-72
This review attempts to track the 
various ethical issues that arise among 
key participants in peer review 
systems: authors, editors, referees, 
and readers. These issues include: 
bias, courtesy, conflict of interest, 
redundant publication, honesty, 
transparency, and training. The 
literature since 1998 has shown few 
changes in the traditional peer review 
system, and reviewers are still not 
compensated or trained. Emerging 
online technologies have created new 
possibilities, as well as new difficulties.
doi: 10.1087/20110109

Steen RG. Retractions in the 
medical literature: how many 
patients are put at risk by flawed 
research? Journal of Medical Ethics 
2011;37(11):688-692 
This article reports evidence that a 
large number of patients are put at 
risk by flawed research. The author 
evaluated 788 retracted English-
language articles published from 2000 
to 2010, describing new research 
with humans or freshly derived 
human material. Retracted papers 
were cited over 5,000 times, with 94% 
of citations being research related, 
showing that ideas promulgated 
in retracted papers can influence 
subsequent research.
doi: 10.1136/jme.2011.043133

Wilhite AW, Fong EA. Coercive 
citation in academic publishing. 
Science 2012;335(6068):542-543 
One side effect of impact factors is 
the incentive they create for many 
journal editors to coerce authors 


