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Turk Noroloji Dergisi Editoryal Kurulu
CSE'nin Temel Politikalarini Tanir

MENFAAT CATISMALARI VE AKRAN DEGERLENDIRMESI SURECI

Hedef
Akran degerlendirmesinde menfaat catismasi ile ilgili politika ve
yontemler gelistirmek icin biyomedikal dergilere yararli kilavuzluk
sunmak.

Tanim

Yaygin olarak kullanilan bir Amerikan s6zIGgl (Webster's 9th New
Collegiate Dictionary) menfaat catismasini "glvenilmesi gereken bir
konumda olan bir kisinin 6zel menfaatleri ve resmi sorumluluklari
arasindaki catisma”, seklinde tanimliyor. Bilimsel yayincilikta metnin
yazarl, degerlendirici ve editér "glvenilmesi gereken bir konumda olan”
kisilerdir.

Yayincilikta menfaat catismalarn  bir  yazarin, editérin  veya
degerlendiricinin taraflilik veya uygun olmayan kararlara yol acabilecek
catismall veya rekabetci menfaatlere sahip oldudu bir durum olarak
tanimlanabilir.

Menfaat catismalar sadece potansiyel veya algilanan menfaat
catismalari olabilir, hatta potansiyel catismalar olmayabilir de.

Bir menfaat catismasinin fiili olarak var olup olmadiginin belirlenmesi
son derece zor ve codunlukla Gzerinde tartisilabilir olabilir. Menfaat
catismasl olmasi potansiyelinin taninmasi ise, genellikle daha kolaydir;
genellikle bu olagan bir durumdur ve mevcudiyetlerinden cok, taraflilik
ve catismalarin tanimlanmasinda veya gorUlmesinde olabilecek
basarisizlik endise konusu olmaktadir. Bu basarisizlik, menfaat catismasi
potansiyeline duyarsizlik yansitir ve bunun bir yazar, degerlendirici veya
editérde gorilmesi endise kaynagidir.

ideal olarak, bulgularini sunarken yazarlar ve degerlendirirken de
editorler ve dederlendiriciler tamamen objektif davranirlar. Bu streclerin
hepsi tarafliiga aciktir. Kisisel, siyasi, mali, akademik ve dini gorlsler
objektifligi sayisiz sekillerde etkileyebilir. Yazarin, editérin veya
degerlendiricinin 6nindeki zorluk ise, menfaat catismasinin yol agtigi
tarafliliklarin potansiyelini gérmek ve gerekli tedbirleri almaktir.

Mali Catismalar

Potansiyel mali menfaat catismasi durumunun en belirgin trd, ticari bir
arinin inceleme altinda olmasi ve vyazarn, editorin  veya
degerlendiricinin - Grantin - degerlendirilmesinin  belli bir y&nde
gitmesinden yarar saglayacak durumda olmasidir. Ornedin, belli bir
Grtintin arastinlmasi konusunda bildiri yazan bir yazar, ayn zamanda
GriinG Uretmekte olan sirkette hisse sahibi ise, degerlendirme olumlu
ciktigl takdirde kar etme durumundadir. Kar amach bir kurumun

hesabina calisan bir arastirmaci Grtnle ilgili arastirmaya gére daha az
direkt bir iliski icindedir, ama gene de Urtin iyi  performans gosterirse
faydanlanma durumunda olabilir. Bu ¢rneklerde bireyin "6zel menfaati”
(6rn. mali menfaati) onun "resmi sorumluluklan® (&rn. bilim adammnin
gercegi ortaya gikartma sorumlulugu) ile potansiyel catisma halindedir.

Daha once arastirmacinin para almis oldugu (6rn. danismanlik veya
serbest meslek Gcreti veya konusma Ucreti seklinde) bir kar amacl
kurumun Qrdntnd arastrmacinin calisma konusu yapmasi ise, biraz
dedisik ele alnabilir. Artik degerlendirme ve arastirmacinin
bekleyebilecedi kisisel kazang arasinda dogrudan bir iliski yoktur. Buna
ragmen, gegmiste de olsa, ¢demelerin varligi arastirmayi etkileyebilir ve
menfaat ¢atismasi sunma potansiyeli olarak addedilmelidir.

Yukarida verilen ¢rnekler; arastirmalarinin sonuclarini bildiren yazarlar,
arastirma disi yazilar, tarama ve fikir yazilari olabilir, ama bu durumlarin
arasinda degerlendiricilerin bir metni degerlendirmesi veya editérlerin de
bir bildiriyi kabul edip etmemesi de séz konusu olabilir. Yazarin, editérin
veya degerlendiricinin bakis agisindan mali menfaat catismasi (zerinde
bazi ince farkliliklar vardir, ama temel prensipler hepsine uygulanabilir.
Uriin dretimi ve satisi yapan ticari bir kurulus arastirmaya mali destek
verdigi zaman bazi dergiler arastirmay! anlatan metinlere bakmayi bile
reddediyorlar. Bazi dergiler makalelerin veya degerlendirme yazilarinin
potansiyel mali menfaat catismasi sahibi olabilecek bireyler tarafindan
yazilmasina izin vermemekte, bu tir yazilarin yorum ve yargi degerlerine
ozellikle dayall oldugunu distndikleri icin mentaat catismasi ve taraf
tutma  potansiyelinin = ¢zellikle  sorunlu  olacagr  gorisini
savunmaktadirlar.

Mali Olmayan Menfaat Catismasi

Bir cok gorus - bircogu arasinda entellekttiel, politik, akademik ve dini -
"¢zel menfaatler" teskil edebilir. Yazarin, editorin veya
degerlendiricinin énlndeki zorluk ise, bu tlr catisma potansiyellerini ve
mali unsurlar icerenleri tanimak ve gerekli olani yapmaktir. Tamamen
objektif olmak her zaman mimkin olmayabilir, ancak adil ve uygun
davraniglarda bulunulmasi beklenmelidir. Ornedin, dini veya diger ahlaki
nedenlerden dolayl kirtaja son derece karsi olan bir degerlendirici
arastirmada retal doku kullanimini tanimlayan bir metni objektif bir
sekilde dederlendirmekte zorluk ¢ekebilir. Veya ayni zamanda bir fakilte
baskani olan bir editor de kendi fakiltesinden gelen metinler hakkinda
objektif bir sekilde kararlara varmakta zorlanabilir, zira kendi fakiltesinin
akademik dinyada ilerlemesi agisindan editoran "6zel bir menfaati”
olacaktir.

Aciklama
Menfaat catismalarini - mali veya mali olmayan tanimanin ve ¢zmenin
yolu agiklamadir: metin teslim edildigi zaman editére aciklama ve bildiri
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yayinlandigi zaman okura aciklama. Editére aciklama yapilmasi onun
degerlendirme yaparken tim sartlardan haberdar olmasini, okura
yapilan aciklama ise, calismayl dogru bir sekilde yorumlayabilecek bilgiye
sahip olmasini saglayacaktir.

Potansiyel mali menfaat catismasinin aciklanmasi profesyonel deger
yargisinin - butinligint ve kamunun kendisine glvenini srdGrecektir,
Aciklama bilim adamlarinin gereksiz yere mali kazanctan dolay etkilendigi
anlamina gelmemektedir. Bu tir durumlarda agiklama yapilinca, okur
bilingli bir karar verebilir, zira arastrmanin mali kazanc kaygisiyla uygun
olmayan bir etkive tabi kaldigini tespit etmek zordur. Okurlan
bilgilendirmek derginin sorumlulugundadir. Bazlan ise, zorunlu mali
agiklamanin bir metnin dederi Uzerinden yarglanmasini nledigini éne
strmekte. Bu tr agiklamalarin, sadece mali unsurlarin yazarlan etkiledigi ve
tim  yazarlarin etkilendigi gibi bir hatall varsayima dayall olduguna
inaniyorlar. Ayrica agiklamanin haksiz yere okurda yazara karsi bir dnyarg
uyandirdigina da inaniyorlar. Bk. Rothman J.J. Menfaat Catismasr: Bilimde
Yeni McCarthy'cilik Dalgasi. JAMA 1993;269:2782-2784.

Yazarlar

Bir cok dergi bildirilen calismanin mali desteginin de sunulan metin ile
birlikte aciklanmasini istiyor. Asagida dedisik dergilerin "Yazarlar icin
Bilgiler" bolumlerinden alinan bazi 6rnekler verilmistir: Science icin
sunulacak olan metinlerin kontrol listesinde "yazarin profesyonel veya
mali bagliliklarinin sunumu tarafli olarak etkileyebilmesi hususunda her
turlt bilginin® dahil edilmesini gerektiren bir madde bulunuyer. Journal
of the American Medical Asscciation (JAMA) tim yazarlanin "herhangi
bir kurulus veya varlik ile bagllik veya mali katiim ve metinde tartisilan
konuyla ilgili dogrudan mali menfaat (istihdam, danismanlik, hisse
mulkiyeti, serbest meslek (creti, bilirkisilik, varolan veya gelecekteki
patentler gibi)" durumunu acklayan bir beyan imzalamalarini sart
kosuyor, Obstetrics and Gynecalogy benzer bir dil kullaniyor ve Gc yillik
bir zaman kisitlamasi belirleniyor. Cogu dergi politikasi yazarlarin
metinlerini teslim ettikleri zaman ilgili mali menfaatlerini aciklamasi
talebinde bulunuyor. Daha sonra editérin sorumlulugu ise, bu bilgiyi
yorumlamak ve nihai olarak bildiri kabul edildigi takdirde, okuyucuya
nasil iletilecegine (eger iletilecekse) karar vermektir. Akran
degerlendirmesi siireci esnasinda yazarin mali menfaat agiklamasi nasil
ele alinmali? Dergilerin bu hususta degisik politikalar var. Bazilari mali
aciklama bilgisini de degerlendiricilere veriyor ve bildirinin bilimsel
niteliginin yaninda bunun da degerlendiriimesini istiyor. Ancak, o zaman
degerlendiricinin yazarin mali menfaati konusundaki gorisd editérin
kararinda asir bir rol oynayabilir ve bir nevi yayin tarafliigina yol acabilir.
Diger dergiler ICMIE (Uluslararasi Tip Dergileri Editorleri Komitesi)
tarafindan onerildigi sekilde, degerlendirme streci esnasinda bu bilgileri
gizli tutuyor ve ancak bilimsel deger kanitlandiktan sonra editor
tarafindan hesaba katilmasini éngértyor (belki bu hususta da disaridan
degerlendirme aliniyor). Bu vyaklasimla sorunu acikca tanimlanabilir
parcalara bélme avantaji sunuyor.

Okurlarin potansiyel menfaat catismalarini bilme hakki var. Dergileri en
cok ilgilendiren hususlar mali ve bunlarin aciklanmasi genellikle en kolay.
Ancak, mali catismalar her zaman agiklamasiz kolayca algilanmayabilir.
Mali catismalarin icine maaslar, danismanlik Ccretleri, serbest meslek
Ucretleri, hisse veya 6z kaynak menfaatleri ve fikri milkiyet haklar
(patentler, telif haklari, kar paylar) da girebilir. Bir cok dergi metinlerinin
konusuyla ilgili olarak yazarlarin potansiyel mali menfaat catismalarini
beyan etmelerini sart kosuyor. Bazi dergiler yazarlarin calismalarini
etkileyebilecek herhangi bir varlikla olabilecek herhangi bir mali
menfaatini agiklamasini istiyor.

Yazarlar bu potansiyel menfaat catismalanni aciklamakla sorumlu.
Dergiler olasi menfaat catismalarini arastirmakla sorumlu degil ve
yazarlara “polislik” yapmalar beklenmiyor. Ancak dergi editérleri

menfaat catismasi olasiigina karsi dikkatli olmalidir, zira yazarlar bunlari
beyan etmeyebilir. Yazann mali menfaat catismalarini aciklamamasi,
okurun bu potansiyel tarafliik kaynagini bilme hakkr ile catisiyor. Bu
bilgiler belli bir sponsorlugun arastirmaciyl gereginden fazla etkileyip
etkilernediiini ve arastirma bulgularimin aksi takdirde olabileceginden
dedgisilik olma durumuna karar vermesine yardimci olur.

Aciklama Belgesi Ornekleri

The Journal of the American Medical Association "Yazarlik kriterleri ve
sorumlulugu, mali beyan, telif hakki tahsisi ve kabul" konularinda mali
aciklamayi sart kosuyor. "Mali beyan - Konuyla veya metinde bahsi
gecen malzemelerle dogrudan mali bir menfaati olan bir kurulus veya
varlikla olabilecek baglanti veya mali katihimimin (istihdam, danismanlik,
hisse mulkiyeti, serbest meslek Ucreti, bilirkisilik gibi) asagida aciklanmis
oldugunu onaylarim. Bu arastirmaya yapilan herhangi bir mali proje
destegi metinde bir tesekkilr olarak tamimlanmistir.” Obstetrics and
Gynecology her yazarin mali beyan konusunda bir bolimi de metine
eklemelerini gerektiren bir anlasma imzalamasini sart kosuyor: "Bir ek
seklinde aciklananlar haricinde, bu metinde tartisilan konu ve
malzemeler ile dogrudan mali menfaati olan herhangi bir kurulusta son
3 yildan beri mali bir bagliigim (istihdam, danismanlik, hisse mulkiyeti
veya serbest meslek Ucreti gibi) olmadigini onaylarim.”

Science sunum kontrol listesinde su ifadeye yer veriyor:

"Aynca metninizle birlikte: ..sunuma pesin hikim getirmesi
algilanabilecek yazarin profesyonel ve mali baglantilar hakkinda
herhangi bilgi verilmelidir."

Bazl dergiler (6rn., New England Journal of Medicine and Obstetrics and
Gynecology) basyazi ve makale yazan yazarlar igin higbir mali menfaat
catismasina izin vermiyor, zira analiz yazilari blydk o6lclide yorum ve
yarglya aclk. Yorum yazilarinda okurlar icin menfaat catismalarini
algilamanin zor oldugu distndliyor.

En azindan bir dergi (Obstetrics and Gynecology) mali konular,
yayinlanan metnin 6n sayfasinda gosterilen bir "cagn" kutusu ile
acikliyor. Editér mali menfaat catismasinin aciklanmasi gerektigini
distindigu zaman, yazara bilgi veriyor ve "mali agklama" beyaninin
nasll yazilacagini bildiriyor. Yazarlardan herhangi birinin belli bir Grin
veya sirket ile mali baglantilar varsa ve teblig de bu trin veya sirketi
kayiryor gibi yorumlanabilecekse, bu durum gecerli oluyor. Metnin
kabulii de yazarin beyanati kabultine bagh oluyor.

Degerlendiriciler

Degerlendiriciler ile ilgili menfaat catismasina mali konularn yaninda
rekabet, akademik, bilimsel ve teknolojik yarisma ve felsefi degerler ve
inanclar da giriyor. Degerlendiricilerden bir metni degerlendirmeleri
istendigi zaman, ozellikle menfaat catismasina dikkat etmeleri talimati
verilmeli. Bilhassa sdz konusu olan sahada uzman olduklar icin (akran
olduklar icin) degerlendiricilerin de mali veya baska sekilde menfaat
catismalari olabilir. Burada konu bir catismanin varligi degil, catismanin
dederlendiricinin metni adil ve objektif bir sekilde degerlendirmesini
kisitlamaya vyol acacak olmasi. Adil ve objektif degerlendirme
yapamayacaklarsa, dergiler degerlendiricilerin kendilerini diskalifiye
etmesi talimatini vermelidir. Degerlendiricilerin bu konuda sorular
oldugu takdirde, bu konuyu editére danismahdirlar, Bir cok dergi bu
konuya genel ve acik uclu &nerilerle yaklasiyor. Diger taraftan, JAMA
potansivel menfaat catismalarini aciklamak Uzere degerlendiricilerin bir
form doldurmasi sarti kosuyor. Boylece dederlendiricinin konuyu
dustnmesi ve bu tdr bir catismanin olup olmadid konusunda dogrudan
bir aciklama yapmasi saglanmis oluyor. Bazi dederlendiriciler daha énce
baska bir dergi icin ayni metni degerlendirmislerse, bir catismanin var
oldugunu dustniyorlar. Degerlendirici halen metni objektif olarak
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degerlendirebilecegine inaniyorsa, bir cok editér metni tekrar ayni
degerlendiriciye géndermeyi tercih ediyor. Bu degderlendirici metnin
duzelmis olup olmadigini anlamak igin iyi bir konumda.

Editorler

Derginin sayfalarini olusturan katkilarin en yiksek standartta olmasini
saglamaktan ve bunu strdtirmekten, bunun yaninda da derginin kendi
bitinldgind korumaktan dergi editoérd sorumludur. Editérler birincil
olarak dergiye sunulan tdm metinlerin adil bir degerlendirmeden
gecmesini ve tarafsiz yayinlama kararlar alinmasini sadlamak ile
sorumludurlar. Editorler yayin icin 6ngérdikleri metinler ile ilgili kisisel
mali katilim icinde olmamalidiriar. Kendisiyle ilgili potansiyel bir menfaat
catismasinin konu oldugu bir metnin s6z konusu oldugu durumlarda,
editdr kendisini karar verici roliinden diskalifiye etmelidir. Bazi dergiler
editorlerin bir metnin yayinlanmasinda etki yapabilecek her tirli iste
editorlerin mali menfaatlerinin olamayacagini sart kosmaktadir. Diger
dergiler ise, editérlerin her yil mali beyan formlar imzalamasini talep
etmektedir. Editorler ayrca, yerel meslektas veya dostlaninin sunularini
veya kendi dini inanclarina aykin sunular dederlendirmekten kendilerini
alikoyabilirler. Ornegin, yakin bir meslektasi tarafindan yazilan bir metin
ile ilgili degerlendirme stirecinde, bir editér stirece katilmayabilir. Bu tar
durumlarda, metnin degerlendiricilerinin kim oldugunu bilmeyen editér,
genellikle bir misafir editdr veya es-editériin degerlendirme siirecine
nezaret etmesini ister. Misafir editér, bu durumda metinle ilgili nihai
kararl verir. Bazi editdrler derginin yayin kurulu Uyeleri tarafindan
sunulan metinleri degerlendirmeyi bir catisma addediyorlar ve bir misafir
editoriin bu metinlerle ilgili stireci yénetmesini isterler. Editorler de
sonucta insandir ve degerlendirici ve yazarlanin maruz kaldigi ayni pesin
hukum ve ikilemlere tabidirler.

Oneriler

Yayinalk Politikalar Komitesi asagidaki énerilerde bulunmaktadir:

* Dergilerin yazarlardan agikca arastirma icin tim fon kaynaklarini
agiklamalanini istemesi ve bu bilginin yayinlanan bildirinin tesekktir
poluminde dahil edilmesi.

e Metin sunusunun kapak yazisinda dergilerin yazarlardan diger
potansiyel menfaat catismalarini bildirmelerini istemesi.

* Dergilerin makalenin yaninda mali menfaatleri veya destegi de
yayinlamalari. Editor de yayinlanan teblig ile okurlarin bilmesini
istedigi tim mali destek veya menfaat catismalarini belirten bir tanim
veya mektup ile okurlara bilgi vermeye karar verebilir. Metnin birinci
sayfasinda bu bilgi bir dipnot olarak yayinlanmalidir,

e Uciinct bir sahis tarafindan ortaya gikartildigi zaman, dergilerin
aciklanmayan catismalarin nasil ele alinacagr ve okurlara nasil
anlatilacagr konusunda bir politikasi olmalidir.

® Yayindan sonra fark edilen aciklanmamis mali menfaatler ile ilgili
olarak dergilerin bir politika ve aksiyon plani olmasi gereklidir.
Editdrler "Finansla Menfaati Gizleme" ilani yayinlamay: secebilir.

* Tum vyazarlar, editérler ve degerlendiriciler potansiyel menfaat
catismalanni agiklamalidir. Yazarlar ve degerlendiriciler editore
aciklama yapmali; editér de potansiyel menfaat catismalarini yayin
komitesi veya esdeger bir makama bildirmelidir.

Bizim gérlsumuzce, daha fazla beyan vermek, daha az vermekten daha
iyidir. Yazarlanin katkisi ile, editdrler potansiyel catismalar ile ilgili olarak
okurlarin hangi bilgileri bilmesi gerektigine karar verebilir. su soruyu
sorun: "Bu gercekler agiklanmazsa ve daha sonra baska bir yolla ortaya
¢ikarsa, utang veya suclanmaya yol acarlar mi?" Catismalarin metin
Uzerindeki potansiyel etkileri ile ilgili bilingli yargida bulunmalar icin
gerekli bilgiye sahip olmalarini saglamak Gzere, okurlar ve yayin kadrosu
menfaat catismalarl konusunda bilgilendirilmelidir.

CSE: Council for Science Editors
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Editorial Board of the Turkish Journal
of Neurology Recognizes Basic
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 interest
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 necessarily even
potential, conflicts. The determination of whether a conflict of interest
actually exists can be extraordinarily difficult and often contentious.
Recognizing the potential for conflicts of interest is usually easier; they
are common and it is not their existence, but rather their potential to
cause bias and failure to acknowledge or recognize conflicts, that causes
concern. Such failure, which reflects an insensitivity to the potential 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 potential for biases arising from conflicts of interest
and to respond appropriately.

Financial Conflicts

The most evident type of potential conflict of financial interest is the
situation in which a commercial product is under study and the author,
reviewer, or editor stands to benefit financially if the assessment of the
product goes one way or another. For example, an author reporting
investigation of a specific product, at the same time he or she holds
equity 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 responsibilities” (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
evaluation and any personal gain the investigator may anticipate.
Nevertheless, the existence of payments even in the past could
conceivably 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 articles, 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
involving 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, feeling that these pieces rely especially heavily on interpretation
and judgment, 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
types of conflicts as well as those involving finances, and respond
appropriately. Complete objectivity is not often possible, but fairness
and even-handedness can reasonably be expected. For example, a
reviewer strongly 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 who
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 "private interest" as a chair in helping the academic
advancement of his faculty.

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

74

Turk Néroloji Dergisi 2006 Cilt:12 Sayi:1



evaluated by the editor 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
confidence in professional judgment. A disclosure does not infer that
scientists 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 mandatory 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 disclosure unfairly prejudices the reader
against the author. See Rothman J.J. 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 Assaciation (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 matter or material discussed in the manuscript (e.g.,
employment, consultancies, 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 disclose their relevant financial interests when
they submit their manuscripts. 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
ICMJE (International Committee of Medical Journal Editors) such
information confidential during the review process, and have it
considered by the editor (perhaps with outside evaluation on this point
as well) only after scientific merit is assessed. This latter approach has
the advantage of dividing the question into clearly identifiable portions.
Readers have the right to know any potential conflicts of interest. The
considerations that interest journals the most are financial, which are
usually the easiest to disclose. However, financial conflicts may not be
easily detected without disclosure. Financial conflicts include salary,
consulting fees and honoraria, stock or equity interests, and intellectual
property rights (patents, royalties, 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
disclosure, 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
testimony) 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 an
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
subject or materials discussed in this manuscript, except as disclosed in
an attachment.”

Science includes on its checklist for submission: " Also include with your
manuscript:...any information about the authors' professional and
financial 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 ane
journal (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 company 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.

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
consideration (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 journals approach this issue with fairly general and open-
ended advice. However, JAMA requires reviewers to complete a specific
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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 objectively, many editors prefer to send the
manuscript to the same reviewer again. That reviewer is in a good
position to judge whether the manuscript 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
manuscripts submitted to a journal and should give unbiased
consideration to all submitted manuscripts. Editors should not have
personal financial involvement in manuscripts they consider for
publication. An editor should disqualify him- or herself from any
decision-making role on a manuscript addressing a subject on which he
or she has a paotential conflict of interest. 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 annually.

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
manuscripts 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:

e Journals require authors to explicitly state all sources of funding for
research and to include this information in the acknowledgement
section 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
editor should decide ether to include a description with the published
article or letter of all financial support or any conflicts of interest the
editor feels the readers should know. This should be published as a
footnote on the first page of the manuscript.

Journals should have a palicy about how to handle undisclosed
conflicts 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 notice of "Failure to Disclose Financial
Interest.”

All authors, editors, and reviewers should disclose potential conflicts
of interest. Authors and reviewers should disclose to the editor; the
editar should disclose potential conflicts of interest to the publications
committee, or its equivalent.

CSE: Council for Science Editors
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