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Political Statements of the CSE’

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST AND THE PEER REVIEW PROCESS

Objective
To offer guidelines useful to biomedical journals as they develop policies
and procedures relating to conflict of interest in peer review.

Definition

A widely used American dictionary (Webster's 9th New Collegiate
Dictionary) defines conflict of interest as a "conflict between the private
interests and the official responsibilities of a person in a position of
trust." In scientific publishing, the author of a manuscript, the reviewer,
and the editor are all persons "in a position of trust." Conflicts of inter-
est in the publishing can be defined as sets of conditions in which an
author, editor, or reviewer holds conflicting or competing interests that
could result in bias or improper decisions. The conflicts of interest may
only be potential conflicts of interest or only perceived, and not neces-
sarily even potential, conflicts. The determination of whether a conflict of
interest actually exists can be extraordinarily difficult and often con-
tentious. Recognizing the potential for conflicts of interest is usually eas-
ier; they are common and it is not their existence, but rather their poten-
tial to cause bias and failure to acknowledge or recognize conflicts, that
causes concern. Such failure, which reflects an insensitivity to the poten-
tial for conflict of interest, is troubling, whether it is observed in an
author, a reviewer, or an editor.

Ideally, authors are completely objective in presenting their findings, and
editors and reviewers are entirely objective in evaluating them. These
processes are all prey to biases. Personal, political, financial, academic, or
religious considerations can affect objectivity in innumerable ways. The
challenge for authors, editors, and reviewers is to recognize the poten-
tial for biases arising from conflicts of interest and to respond appropri-
ately.

Financial Conflicts

The most evident type of potential conflict of financial interest is the sit-
uation in which a commercial product is under study and the author,
reviewer, or editor stands to benefit financially if the assessment of the
preduct goes one way or another. For example, an author reporting

investigation of a specific product, at the same time he or she holds equi-
ty positions or stock options in the company that makes the products,
clearly has the potential to realize direct financial gain if the assessment
is favorable. A researcher in the employ of a for-profit enterprise has a
slightly less direct relationship to product-related research, but still can
reasonably expect to benefit financially if a product does well. In these
examples, an individual's "private interests" (i.e., his or her financial
interests) are potentially in conflict with his or her "official responsibili-
ties" (i.e., the responsibility of a scientist to seek the truth).

The situation in which an investigator studies a product of a for-profit
enterprise from which the investigator has received monies previously
(e.g., as a consultant or in the form of an honorarium or speaking fee) is
slightly different. There is now no direct relationship between the evalu-
ation and any personal gain the investigator may anticipate.
Nevertheless, the existence of payments even in the past could conceiv-
ably influence research and must therefore be regarded as having the
potential to present conflicting interest. The examples given above
involve authors reporting the results of their research, non-research arti-
cles, reviews, and opinion pieces, but they could just as well involve
reviewers evaluating a manuscript or editors deciding whether or not to
accept a manuscript. There are some subtle differences among authors,
reviewers, and editors with respect to conflict of financial interest, but
the basic principles apply to all.

Some journals refuse to consider manuscripts describing research involy-
ing a commercial product when the research was supported financially
by a commercial organization involved in the manufacture or sale of the
product. A few journals will not permit editorials or review articles to be
authored by individuals with potential conflicts of financial interest, feel-
ing that these pieces rely especially heavily on interpretation and judg-
ment, and thereby make conflict of interest and the potential for bias
especially problematic.

Non-Financial Conflicts

Many considerations - intellectual, political, academic, and religious, to
mention just a few - can represent " private interests.” The challenge for
authors, reviewers, and editors is to recognize the potential for these
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types of conflicts as well as those involving finances, and respond appro-
priately. Complete objectivity is not often possible, but fairness and even-
handedness can reasonably be expected. For example, a reviewer strong-
ly opposed to abortion, on religious or other moral grounds, might have
difficulty evaluating a manuscript describing the use of fetal tissue in
research in an objective matter, Or an editor whe is also chair of a
department might have difficulty in reaching objective decisions about
manuscripts submitted by his or her faculty because the editor has a “pri-
vate interest" as & chair in helping the academic advancement of his fac-
ulty.

Disclosure

The key to recognizing and dealing with conflicts of interest - financial or
non-financial - is disclosure: disclosure to the editor when a manuscript
is submitted, and disclosure to the reader when a paper is published. The
former provides a means for the manuscript to be evaluated by the edi-
tor with full knowledge of all its circumstances, and the latter assures
that the reader will have sufficient information to interpret the work
appropriately.

Disclosure of potential financial conflicts of interest is meant to maintain
the integrity of professional judgment and to maintain the public's con-
fidence in professional judgment. A disclosure does not infer that scien-
tists are unduly influenced by financial gain. Rather, disclosure in such
cases gives readers the information to allow them to make an informed
decision because it is often difficult to determine when research has been
inappropriately influenced by financial gain. Informing readers is the
responsibility of the journal. Some, however, would argue that manda-
tory financial disclosure actually does not allow a manuscript to be
judged solely on its merits. They believe that such disclosure is based on
the faulty assumption that only financial considerations influence authors
and that all authors are influenced. They further believe that such disclo-
sure unfairly prejudices the reader against the author. See Rothman 1.1,
Conflict of Interest: the New McCarthyism in Science. JAMA 1993,
269:2782-2784.

Authors

Many journals require that financial support of the work reported be
identified with the submitted manuscript. Some examples, taken from
the "Information for Authors" section of different journals follow: The
checklist for submission to Science includes an item requiring inclusion of
"any information about the authors' professional or financial affiliations
that may be perceived to have biased the presentation.” The Journal of
the American Medical Association (JAMA) requires all authors to sign a
statement disclosing "any affiliations with or financial involvement in any
organization or entity with a direct financial interest in the subject mat-
ter or material discussed in the manuscript (e.g., employment, consultan-
cies, stock ownership, honoraria, expert testimony, current or pending
patents." Obstetrics and Gynecology uses similar wording and a time
limit of three years is specified. Most journal policies ask authors to dis-
close their relevant financial interests when they submit their manu-
scripts. It is then the editor's responsibility to interpret this information
and, if the paper is ultimately accepted, decide how (if at all) it is to be
relayed to the reader.

How should authors' disclosure of financial interests be handled during
the peer review process? Journals seem to have differing policies on this
point. Some make the information about financial disclosure available to
reviewers and ask them to evaluate this, along with the scientific merit
of the paper. The reviewers' opinion about the authors' financial interest
may then weigh heavily in the editor's decision and may result in a form
of publication bias. Other journals keep as recommended by ICMIJE

(International Cormmittee of Medical Journal Editors) such information
confidential during the review process, and have it considered by the edi-
tor (perhaps with outside evaluation on this point as well) only after sci-
entific merit is assessed. This latter approach has the advantage of divid-
ing the question into clearly identifiable portions. Readers have the right
to know any potential conflicts of interest. The considerations that inter-
est journals the most are financial, which are usually the easiest to dis-
close. However, financial conflicts may not be easily detected without
disclosure. Financial conflicts include salary, consulting fees and honorar-
ia, stock or equity interests, and intellectual property rights {patents, roy-
alties, and copyrights). Most journals require authors to declare any
potential financial conflicts of interest they may have with the subject
matter of their manuscripts. Some journals ask authors to disclose any
financial interests they may have with any entity that could affect their
work. The authors are responsible for declaring these potential conflicts
of interests. Journals don't research possible conflicts of interest and are
not expected to “police” authors. However, journal editors must be alert
to the possibility of conflicts of interest because the authors may not
declare them. An author's failure to declare a financial interest conflicts
with the reader's entitlement to know this potential source of bias. Such
information can help readers decide whether a particular sponsorship
unduly influenced the investigator and whether the research findings are
different than what they would otherwise have been.

Examples of disclosure statements

The Journal of the American Medical Association requires financial dis-
closure, in "Authorship criteria and responsibility, financial disclosure,
assignment of copyright, and acknowledgement:"

“Financial disclosure - | certify that any affiliations with or financial
involvement in any organization or entity with a direct financial interest
in the subject matter or materials discussed in the manuscript (e.g.,
employment, consultancies, stock ownership, honoraria, expert testimo-
ny) are disclosed below. Any financial project support of this research is
identified in an acknowledgment in the manuscript.”

Obstetrics and Gynecology requires each author to sign an agreement
form that must accompany the manuscriptsubmission with a section on
financial disclosure: "I affirm that | have no financial affiliation (e.g.,
employment, stock holdings, consultantships, or honoraria) within the
last 3 years with any organization with direct financial interest in the sub-
ject or materials discussed in this manuscript, except as disclosed in an
attachment.”

Science includes on its checklist for submission: " Also include with your
manuscrigt:...any information about the authors' professional and finan-
cial affiliations that may be perceived to have biased the presentation.”

Some journals (e.g., New England Journal of Medicine and Obstetrics
and Gynecology) do not allow any financial conflict of interest for
authors who write editorials or review articles, because analysis pieces
rely heavily on interpretation and judgment. It is considered difficult for
readers to discern conflicts of interest in opinion pieces. At least one jour-
nal (Obstetrics and Gynecology) discloses financial matters in a " call-out"
box, which is displayed on the front page of the published manuscript.
When the editor feels that financial conflicts should be disclosed, he or
she advises the corresponding author and indicates how the *financial
disclosure" statement should be worded. This situation may occur if any
of the authors have financial connections to a particular product or com-
pany and the article could be interpreted as favorable to that product or
company. Acceptance of the manuscript is contingent upon the author's
accepting the disclosure.
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Reviewers

Conflicts of interest regarding reviewers concern not only financial
issues, but also rivalry, academic scientific and technologic competition,
and philosophical values and beliefs. Reviewers, when asked to review a
manuscript, should be instructed specifically with respect to conflicts of
interest. Precisely because they are experts in the field under considera-
tion (i.e., they are peers), reviewers are apt to have conflicts of interest,
financial or otherwise. Thus the existence of a conflict is not really the
issue, but rather whether the conflict is sufficient to limit the reviewer's
ability to evaluate the manuscript fairly and objectively. Journals should
instruct their reviewers to disqualify themselves if they feel they cannot
render fair and objective assessments. If reviewers have any questions in
this regard, they should be urged to consult with the editor. Most jour-
nals approach this issue with fairly general and open-ended advice.
However, JAMA requires reviewers to complete a specific section of the
review form disclosing any potential conflicts of interest. This assures that
the reviewer consider the issue and make a direct statement that he or
she has or does not have any such conflicts. Some reviewers believe that
a conflict exists if they have reviewed a manuscript before for another
journal. If a reviewer still believes the manuscript can be reviewed objec-
tively, many editors prefer to send the manuscript to the same reviewer
again. That reviewer is in a good position to judge whether the manu-
script has been improved.

Editors

The journal editor is responsible for establishing and maintaining the
highest possible standards in the contributions that fill the pages of the
journal as well as for maintaining the integrity of the journal itself. Editors
are primarily responsible for ensuring a fair review process of man uscripts
submitted to a journal and should give unbiased consideration to all sub-
mitted manuscripts. Editors should not have personal financial involve-
ment in manuscripts they consider for publication. An editor should dis-
qualify him- or herself from any decision-making role on a manuscript
addressing a subject on which he or she has a potential conflict of inter-
est. Some journals stipulate that editors may have no financial interests
in any business that might influence the publication of a manuscript.
Other journals request editors to sign financial disclosure forms annual-
ly.

Editors may also disqualify themselves from evaluating submissions by
local colleagues or friends or submissions that clash with their religious
convictions. For example, an editor may preclude him or herself from
being involved in the review process of a manuscript written by a close
colleague. In these instances, the editor, who is usually blinded to the
reviewers of the manuscript, generally asks a guest editor or associate
editor to oversee the review process. The guest editor makes the final
decision on the manuscript. Some editors consider reviewing manu-
scripts submitted by members of the journal's editorial board a conflict
and will ask a guest editor to oversee those manuscripts. Editors are,
after all, human and subject to many of the same biases and conflicts as
reviewers and authors.

Recommendations

The Editorial Policy Committee recommends that:

* Journals require authors to explicitly state all sources of funding for
research and to include this information in the acknowledgement sec-
tion of the published paper.

* Journals require authors to state other potential conflicts of interest in
the cover letter of the manuscript submission.

* Journals publish financial interests or support with an article. The edi-
tor should decide ether to include a description with the published arti-
cle or letter of all financial support or any conflicts of interest the edi-

tor feels the readers should know. This should be published as a foot-
note on the first page of the manuscript.

Journals should have a policy about how to handle undisclosed con-
flicts after they are identified by a third party and some explanation to
the readers.

Journals should have a policy and plan of action regarding undisclosed
financial interests that are identified after publication. Editors may
choose to publish a natice of *Failure to Disclose Financial Interest. "
All authors, editors, and reviewers should disclose potential conflicts of
interest. Authors and reviewers should disclose tc the editor: the edi-
tor should disclose potential conflicts of interest to the publications
committee, or its equivalent.
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Tiurk Noroloji Dergisi Yayin Kurallari

. GIRIS

Il. YAZI TURLERI

1l. YAZI BICIMLENDIRMELERI

IV. SUNUS BiGiMi

V. KONTROL LISTESI

VI. ADRESLER

VIl. DEGERLENDIRME ve SONUG BiLDIRIMi
VII.LMENFAAT CATISMALARI

I. GiRiS: Turk Néroloji Dergisi Turk Nérolaji Dernegi'nin yayin organi
olup, 2'ser ayhk duzenli araliklarla yayinlanir, Yayinladigr yazilarin
dzgunlugune, bilimsel degerine ve strekliligine Onem vererek
Turkiye'deki néroloji yazininin ve kiltarintn yayginlasmasina calismak,
nérobilimin diger alanlanna uzanarak disiplinlerarasi bilgi alisverisini
canli tutmak, yayinladigl yazilarin uluslararasi temsiline ve atifina
calismak derginin baslica amaclan arasinda yer alir.

II. YAZI TURLERI: Tirk Néraloji Dergisi'nde yayinlanabilecek yazi turleri
sunlardir:

a) Editoryal yazilar ve literatiir degerlendirmeleri
b) Bilime katki yazilan

c) Ozgun arastirma yazilan

d) Ozgln olgu sunumlari

e) Editdre mektuplar

f) Norolojide tartismalar

g) Noroloji tarihi

h) Norobilim sozlugu

i) Noéromitoloji

i) Nérolojiyle ilgili interdisipliner yazilar

k) Kitap tanitimlan

1) Toplanti duyurulan

a) Editoryal yazilar ve literatiir degerlendirmeleri: Derginin ulusal
ve uluslararasi editoryal kurul Uyeleri tarafindan editérin istegi Uzerine
yazilirlar. Bu yazilar; derginin yayin politikas, okurlarina vermek istedigi
agitim, dnem verilen bir kenuda literatirdeki dururn, dergi tarafindan
basilmaya karar verilen ve katki 6zelligi tagiyan bir yazi, norolojide
tartismalar, néroloji tarihi ve noromitoloji Gzerine olabilirler. Bu tir
yazilar hakem degerlendirmesinden gecmezler. Yapilacak dizeltmeler
yazinin bigimiyle ilgili olabilir. Bu yazilarda yapilandinimig 6zet
kullanilmaz. Bu yazilar yazarnin tercih ettigi dilde, Ttrkce ve ingilizce
ozetler esliginde yayinlanir,

b) Bilime katki yazilari: Tirk Noroloji Dergisi editérliga, dergi kurullari

icinde ya da cesitli nedenlerle kurullarin disinda olan bilim adamlarinin
bilimsel aktivitelerini takip ederek onlann katkilarini  dergiye
kazandirmayi gérevleri arasinda sayar. Bilime katki yazilarinin yayinlan-
masinda ancelikle editoryal kurul icinde yer alan tyelerin gorusleri alinr.
Bu islev bir hakem degderlendirmesi degildir.

¢) Ozgiin arastirma yazilan: Guncel anlamda yeni bilgilerin glindeme
gelmesine ya da eski bilgilerin tartisiimasina zemin hazirlayacak bir
hipotez esliginde, iclerinde bir ya da birkag olgunun &tesinde bir gruba
ya da belirli bir popiilasycna ait verileri, onlarin elde edildigi metodlarin
tanimini, elde edilen sonuclarl ve bu sonuglarin eski ve yen! literatiir
esliginde tartisiimasini barindiran yazilar.

d) Ozgiin olgu sunumlarr: Literattrde az raslanan ya da hic anilmayan
olgularin varhigini haber veren; bu durumun agik klinik bulgular, tetkik
sonuclan, tartisma ve kaynaklarla belgelendigi kisa yazilar.

e) Editére mektuplar: Dergide yayinlanmis bir yazi hakkinda litera-
tirdeki bir tartismaya katki anlaminda ya da yapilan calismalan haber
verme amaci giiden kisa iletisim yazilar.

f) N&rolojide tartismalar: Dergi editorliguntn ya da editoryal kurullar
icindeki tiyelerin istegiyle, kurullar icinden ve disindan katlimlarla giin-
deme gelebilecek, farkh gérislerin savunuldugu tartisma yazilarl.

g) Néroloji tarihi: Bilimsel, sosyal ve kultirel her konuda dnem tasiyan
tarih bilincinin ve tarin kiltarantn néroloji zelinde ilgili herkes
tarafindan ®zimsenmesini saglayabilecek, katkilari konusunda fikir
birliginin olustugu kenularda tanitim ve tartisma yazilarl.

h) Nérobilim sézliigi: Bilginin tanimlanmasinda ve siniflanmasinda
kodlama ve semboller sistemini olusturan gizemli sézctklerin anlamlart.
Alfabetik siralamayla yapilacak ve katkilara acik bir bir egitim calismast.

i) Néromitoloji: Bilimin icinde olmasi gereken elestirel mantig gunde-
me getirecek, teorik olarak ve giindelik pratikte dodru olduklarina
inanilan, hararetle savunulan ancak tartismali bazen de yanlis olan konu-
larin sergilendidi bir egitim calismasi.

i) Nérolojiyle ilgili interdisipliner yazilar: Beyin ve sinir sisteminin
varlig, gelismesi, calismasi ya da hastaliklariyla ilgili olarak dustnduraca,
tamamlayici, irdeleyici ya da yeni modeller dnerici; aralarinda evrim,
antropolaji, ndrogenetik, yapay zeka, néropsikoloji ve norofilozofinin de
yer aldigi alanlardan bilimsel yazilar.
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k) Kitap tanitimlari: Nérolojik bilimlerde yeni yayinlanan kitaplarin
tanitildig, editor istedi ile ya da serbest olarak yapilabilecek kitaplarin
icerik dzetleri ve elestirileri.

I) Toplanti duyurulari: Tiirkiye'deki ve diinyanin bir cok yerindeki bil-
imsel toplantilanin adlarinin, iceriklerinin ve tarihlerinin okurlara diizenli
olarak ulastinldigi duyurular.

lll. YAZI BiGIMLENDIRMELERI: Yayin icin degerlendiriimeye sunulmas
distintlen &zglin arastirma ve 6zgiin olgu sunumlar ve narolojiyle ilgili
interdisipliner yazilarin bicimlendirilme kurallari asadidadir:

a) Kapak Sayfasi yazi basliklarinin, yazar isimlerinin, kurumlarin ve
iletisim adreslerinin yazidan bagimsiz sekilde asagida belirtilenlere
uygun bicimde yansidigi en (st sayfadir. lletisim adresinin icinde
alisilmis posta adresinin yanisira, ilgili kisinin ya da kurumun e-posta
adresi ve telefonlar mutlaka yer almalidir, Kapak sayfasinda internet
adresi ve telefon numaralari bulunmayan yazilar degerlendirmeye
alinmaz.

b) Yazi basliklar yazinin éncelikli mesajini yansitir bicimde secilmeli ve
uzun olmamalidir.

€ Yazar isimleri ad ve soyad acik bicimde, meslek ve akademik unvan
belirtiimeden yazilmalidir. Yazarlarin timi ayni bélimde calisiyor-
larsa isim sonrasinda numara kenulmamali, bu uygulama farkl
bélumler, farkli kurumlar ve farkli tlkeler icin yapilmaldir. Kurum ya
da kurumlarin aciklamasi yazar isimlerinin altinda belirtilmelidir.

d) Ozetler Tirkce ve Ingilizce olarak yapilandinimis 6zet biciminde
yazilmalidir. Yapilandinlmis 6zet uluslararasi indekslerin tercih ettigi
uniform bir uygulamadir. Bu format icinde her iki ézette de birbirini
karsilar bicimde Bilimsel Zemin-Scientific Background; Amaclar-
Objectives; Gere¢ ve Yontemler-Material and Methads: Sonuglar-
Results; ve Izlenimler-Conclusions béliimleri yer almalidir. Her bir
bolum yazi icindeki karsiliklarinin ézeti olmalidir, Ingilizce Ozetlerin,
derginin internet baskisinda dikkati cekebilmes; icin Turkce Ozetten
daha genis tutulmasi tavsiye edilir.

e) Anahtar Kelimeler ézetlerin altina, her dilinki uygun bolime
yerlestiriimelidir. Anahtar kelime seciminde yazinin sunulmasini
gerektiren fikir islenmelidir. Herkesin bildigi ve yeni olmayan deyim-
ler anahtar kelimeler icine tasinmamalidic (6rn. elektroen- sefalo-
grafi, kompUterize tomografi vs). Anahtar kelime saylist yeni kavram-
larla orantih olmalidir. Cevirileri dogru yapiimalidir.

f) lletisim yazan ve adresi giris sayfasinin sol alt balimane yazilmalidir.
Yazi dergide yayinlanmadan énce herhangi bir kongrede sunul-
duysa bu bilgi bu bsltime vaziimalidir.

g) Giris bolimunde yazinin hipoteziyle ilgili literatirdeki son durum
farkli dustinceler anilarak yer almalidir. Bu balimiin icinde tartisma
béliminde olmasi gerekenlere yer verilmemelidir, Girisin sonunda
yaziya neden olan gerekce ve yazinin amaci belirtilmelidir.

h) Gere¢ ve Yontem bolimi yazinin kendine ait olanlarla literatlrde
anilanlarin bagdastinldigi ézgtn bir bélim olmalidir. Metodlar
okurlarin anlayabilecedi gibi aciklanmalidir. Yeni bir metod deneniy-
orsa bilimsel temeli aciklanmalidir.

i) Sonuclar belimii ulagilan sonuclanin sadece sézel olarak degil ayni
zamanda tablo, sekil ve resimlerle aciklandigr balimdar. Bu bélim
yazinin sonuglarinin gérsel anlamda rahatca anlasilabilecedi, ayn
zamanda estetik gorinimanun olusturuldugu ve kalitesifkalitesizligi
tim dergiye yansiyan bir bélumdar. Tork Néroloji Dergisi, yayinla-
maya karar verdigi yazilarin icinde yer alan renkli ve grafik yardim
gerektiren gorsel materyalin basiminda yazarlardan maddi bir talepte
bulunmama egilimindedir.

i) Izlenimler/Tartisma bolimiinde, giris baltmiinde yer almasi gereken
genel bilgilere yer verilmemelidir. Bu balim, yazarlarin yaptiklaryla
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literatiirde yapilanlann birbirleriyle tartistinldigr bolumdur. Tartisma
icinde sonuclarin belirli bir gérts ya da bulguya uymamasi halinde
bu durum yazarlar tarafindan acikca belirtiimeli, farkliligin nedenler]
tartisiimalidir. Bu unsur yeni ve &zgln verilerin ortaya cikabilmesi
acisindan 6nemlidir.

k) Kaynaklar bélumu yazinin literatirle nitelik ve nicelik iliskisini
gosteren dnemli bir parametredir. Ideal kaynakca, yazinin fikrini ve
sonuclarini zaman ttinelinden gegiren kaynakcadir. Kaynakcanin
yazilmasinda Turk Néroloji Dergisi'nin tercihi, sayilarla ifade edilen,
alfabetik sira aranmayan kaynak anmadir, Kaynakca ornekleri
asagidadir; Dergilerde basilan yazilann kaynaklanmasinda:

Tan E, Ondo W. Restless legs syndrome: dlinical features and treatment.
Am J Clin Med.2000;319:397-403.

Kitaplarin kaynaklanmasinda;

Marton A. Diseases of the Nervous System. 2. Baski, Londra, Thomas Hill
Yayin.; 1998: 325.

Kitap bolumlerinin kaynaklanmasinda;

Edward S., Junior K. Motor Speech Disorders: Acquired Speech and
Language Disorders (Bryans D.Dewey K, eds)

Boston, Loney-Kloming Yayin.; 2001: 328-346.

Kongre 6zetlerinin kaynaklanmasinda;
Oztirk K. Herediter spastik paraparezi (ézet), 38. Ulusal Noroloji
Kongresi, 2002, Antalya

Internet kaynaklanmasinda:
Bu tlrden kaynaklandirmada sadece site adresinin verilmesi yeterli
degildir. Yukaridaki érnekler gecerlidir,

IV. SUNUS BICiMI: Yazilarin yukarida aciklandigi gibi bicimlendiril-mesin-

den sonra sunusa hazir hale getirilmesi gerekir. Bunun icin yapilmasi

gerekenler ise sunlardir;

a) Tum yazarlar tarafindan imzalanmis olan ve yazinin Tark Noéroloji
Dergisinde yayinlanmasina izin verildigini belirten sunus mektubu,

b) Sunus posta yoluyla yapiliyorsa yazinin ve resimlerin 3'er kopyasi ve
diskete kayitl érnedi,

€) Sunus internet araciligiyla yapiliyorsa yazinin ve resimlerin word for-
matinda ekli dosya (attachment) bicimleri (Windows 98 ve zeri).

V. KONTROL LiSTESI: Bu listeyi kontrol etmeden yazinizi yollamayiniz.

a) Yaziniz Tirk Néroloji Dergisinde yayinlanabilir yazi turlerinden biri mi?
Eger Oyleyse bize Ozgiin arastirma yazilaninizi, ©zgtin olgu sunum-
larinizi, Editére mektuplarinizi, Noroloji tarihiyle ilgili ilging belgeleri,
Kitap tanitimlarini, Néromitoloji olarak gordigintiz konularla ilgili
yazilarinizi yollayabilirsiniz. Liitfen Editoryal istek disinda Derleme ve
Teorik yazilan yollamayiniz.

b) Yaziniz daha énceden baska bir yayin organinda yayinlandi mi? Eger
yayinlandiysa lutfen yollamayiniz.

©) Yazinizin bigimlendirilmesi yukaridaki kurallara uygun mu? Ornedin
yapilandinlmis dzetler var mi?

d) Yaziniz sunus bicimine uygun hale getirildi mi? Ornegin yazarlar
tarafindan imzalanmis izin mektubu var mi? Yazilarinizin ve resim-
lerinizin 3'er kopyasi ve disketi hazir mi? e-postayla génderiyorsaniz
word formatinda ekli dosya haline getirilmis mi?

e) Icinde mutlaka e-posta adresi olan bir iletisim adresi belirlenmis mi?
e-posta adresi olmayan yazilar litfen yollamayiniz,

V1. GONDERME ADRESLERI: Yukaridakileri ve kontrol listesini tamarm-
ladiktan sonra yazilanimizi lUtfen, Prof. Dr. Oguz TANRIDAG, Editér, Tirk
Ndroloji Dergisi, Memory Center Bagdat Caddesi 141/A 34724 Kadikay,
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Istanbul adresine ya da asagidaki e-mail adreslerinden birine yollayiniz:
otanridag@superonline.com veya
oguztanridag@gmail.com

VIl. DEGERLENDIRME ve SONUC BILDIRIMi: Yazinizi Tirk Noroloj
Dergisi‘ne yolladiginiz icin tesekkir ederiz. Yazilariniz en kisa zamanda
degerlendirilecek ve sonug tarafiniza bildirilecektir. Degerlendirme slire-
ci soyle islemektedir;

a) Yazinizin dergiye ulasmasindan hemen sonra kaydi yapilmakta ve
her yaziya bir iletisim numarasi verilmektedir (6rn. 2003/13). Bu
nurnara iletisimlerde yazinin ismi yerine kullanilabilir.

b) Yazinizin konusuna gére editdr tarafindan 2 hakem belirlen-mekte-
dir. Bu hakemler editoryal kuruldan ve/veya yayin danisma kurulun-
dan belirlenirler.

¢) Belirlenen hakemlere yazilar, yazarlann ismi gizlenerek yollanirlar.
Yollanma tarihleri kaydedilir.

d) Hakemlerden gelen raporlar hakem kimlikleri gizlenerek iletisim
yazarina bildirilir. Bildirim tarihleri kaydedilir.

e) Yazlarda mindr revizyon istenmisse geri donslerinde editér
degjisiklikleri yeterli gérdiigtinde yaziy! kabul eder. Tarih kaydedilir,

f) vazilarda major revizyon istenmisse geri doniislerinde editor yazilari
yeniden hakemlere danisir. Tarih kaydedilir.

g) Hakemlerin yayinlanamaz kararlarina editér hichir sekilde mtdahale
edemez. Red tarihleri kaydedilir.

h) Yazlar icin kabul karan cktginda editér derhal sonucu iletisim
yazarina bildirir ve yaymn stirecini baslatir. Yazinin hangi sayida ve ne
zaman yayinlanacagina editor ve yardimcilar toplanarak karar verir-
ler.

VIIl. MENFAAT CATISMALARI: Yayinclikta menfaat catismalarn bir
yazarin, editérin veya degerlendiricinin tarafllik veya uygun olmayan
kararlara yol acabilecek catismali veya rekabeti menfaatlere sahip
oldugu bir durum olarak tanimlanabilir. Menfaat catismalar sadece
potansiyel veya algilanan menfaat catismalan olabilir, hatta potansiyel
catismalar olmayabilir de.

Bir menfaat catismasinin filli olarak var olup olmadiginin belirlenmesi
son derece zor ve codunlukla Gzerinde tartigilabilir olabilir. Menfaat
catismas! olmasi potansiyelinin taninmasi ise, genellikle daha kolaydr;
genellikle bu olagan bir durumdur ve mevcudiyetlerinden cok, taraflilik
ve catismalarn tanimlanmasinda veya gorulmesinde olabilecek
basarisizlik endise konusu olmaktadir. Bu basarisizlik, menfaat ¢atigmasi
potansiyeline duyarsizlik yansitir ve bunun bir yazar, degerlendirici veya
editorde gortlmesi endise kaynadidir.

ideal olarak, bulgularini sunarken yazarlar ve degerlendirirken de editor-
ler ve degerlendiriciler tamamen objektif davranirlar. Bu stireclerin hepsi
tarafliiga aciktir. Kisisel, siyasi, mali, akademik ve dini gériigler objekti-
fligi sayisiz  sekillerde etkileyebilir. Yazarin, editorin  veya
degerlendiricinin éniindeki zorluk ise, menfaat catismasinin yol actigi
tarafliliklarin potansiyelini gérmek ve gerekli tedbirleri almaktir,

IX. ETIK SORUMLULUK

e Dergl, “Insan” &desinin icinde  bulundugu  tiim calismalarda
Helsinki Deklerasyonu Prensipleri'ne uygunluk (http:/Awna. wma.net/e/pal-
icy3.ntm) ilkesini kabul eder. Bu tip calismalarin varliginda yazarlar,
makalenin GEREC VE YONTEMLER baéliminde bu prensiplere
uygun olarak calismay! yaptiklarini, kurumlannin etik kurullarindan
ve calismaya katilmis insanlardan “Bilgilendirilmis olur” (informed
consent) aldiklarini belirtmek zorundadir.

o Calismada "Hayvan” 0Ogesi kullanilmis ise yazarlar, makalenin

GEREC VE YONTEMLER boliminde Labaratuvar Hayvanlarinin
Bakimi ve Kullanimi Klavuzu (www nap.edu/catalog/5140.html)
prensipleri dogrultusunda calismalarinda hayvan haklarini koruduk-
larint ve kurumlarinin etik kurullarindan onay aldiklarini belirtmek
zorundadir.

¢ Olgu sunumlarinda hastanin kimliginin  ortaya cilkmasina
bakilmaksizin hastalardan "Bilgilendirilmis olur” (informed consent)
alinmalidir.

s Eger makalede direkt-indirekt ticari baglant veya calisma igin maddi
destek veren kurum mevcut ise yazarlar; kullanilan ticari Gran, ilag,
firma vb. ile ticari hichir iliskisinin olmadigini ve varsa nasil bir
iliskisinin oldugunu (konsiltan, diger anlasmalar), editdre sunum
sayfasinda bildirmek zorundadir.

o Makalelerin etik kurallara uygunlugu yazarlann sorumlulugundadir.

X. EPIDEMIYOLOJIK VE ISTATiSTIKSEL DEGERLENDIRME: Ttm oriji-
nal arastirma makaleleri biyoistatistiksel olarak degerlendiriimeli ve
uygun plan, analiz ve raporlama ile belirtilmelidir. Arastirma makaleleri
dergive gtnderilmeden d4nce, biyoistatistik. uzmani tarafindan
dedjerlendirilmeli ve uzmanin ismi yazarlar arasinda yer almaldir.
Gonderilmis olan makaleler, gerek gortlmesi halinde biyoistatistik kuru-
lu tarafindan dergide tekrar kontrol edilmektedir. Biyomedikal dergilere
gonderilen yazilarin biyoistatistiki uygunlugunun kontrelt icin ek bilgi
www.icmje.org adresinden temin edilebilmektedir.

XI. YAYIN HAKKI: 1976 Copyright Act'e gore, yayinlanmak Uzere
kabul edilen yazilarin her turli yayin hakki dergiyl yayinlayan kuruma ait-
tir. Yazilardaki distnce ve oneriler timiyle yazarlarin sorumlu-
lugundadir.
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