Uvodnik / Editorial

Etic i
icna odgovornost pri
[ ] [ ] [ ]
objavljanju znanstvene
[ ] [ X ] [ ]
publikacije urednikov
o0 © o
revij in avtorjev

Etika je bila in vedno bo najpomembne;jsi del znan-
stveno-raziskovalnega dela. V zgodovini je bila po-
gosto zlorabljena, vendar moramo na podlagi izku-
$enj skrbeti za to, da se zgodovina ne ponavlja. Etika
mora biti prisotna na vseh podro¢jih raziskovanja.
Kakr$na koli Zelja po uspehu, slavi ali drugih oseb-
nih koristih mora vedno biti pod strogo kontrolo, ki
preprecuje moznost zlorabe znanosti. To je tudi zelja
in poslanstvo urednistva.

Zakaj v uvodniku obravnavam to tematiko? Ker se
nam je to skoraj zgodilo. V nasi reviji smo skoraj ob-
javili Ze objavljen ¢lanek, za katerega so avtoriji izjavili
nasprotno. Po desetih letih izdajanja revije prepro-
sto nismo verjeli v zlorabo, saj verjamemo v ¢love-
$ko postenost. In to je nasa napaka. Urednistvo ne
more ve¢ temeljiti na zaupanju, potreben je nadzor
in hkrati uvedba sankcij za avtorje, ki skusajo objavi-
ti ze objavljene prispevke. Da smo prepre¢ili zlorabo,
se moramo zahvaliti izklju¢no odli¢ni recenzentki, ki
je opisano ugotovila in nas na to opozorila. Ponovno
ugotavljam, da sta delo recenzenta in njegova potr-
ditev izvirnosti izjemnega pomena, zlasti kadar gre
za podroc¢je medicine, najbolj obéutljivega podro¢ja
glede etike na podro¢ju raziskovanja.

Vecina revij od posiljatelja prispevka zahteva izjavo,
ki potrjuje izvirnost prispevka in dejstvo, da ta ni
bil poslan v objavo v druge znanstvene revije. Tudi
nasa revija. Da do zlorabe ne pride, je pomembno,
da avtor po¢aka na odgovor prve revije, preden po-
§lje prispevek v drugo revijo. Neucakanost, $e pose-
bej pogojena s strani lastne koristi, je nedopustna in
mora biti ustrezno sankcionirana. Urednistvo revije
se je odlocilo, da avtorji, vklju¢no s soavtorji, ki so
zlorabili zaupanje, ne morejo objavljati svojih pri-
spevkov v nasi reviji 3 leta. To je po oceni urednistva
najmanj$a mozna kazen.

Posiljanje prispevkov z istimi podatki, hipotezami,
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Ethical responsibility
of journal editors
and authors when
publishing scientific
publications

Ethics has been and always will be an important part
of scientific research. Guidelines are not always fol-
lowed, however, and we must, on the basis of expe-
rience, take care to ensure that science remains ethi-
cal. Indeed, ethics is a consideration that pertains
to all areas of research. Unethical practices in the
pursuit of success, fame, or personal benefit must be
strictly controlled to prevent the possibility of misu-
sing science. This is the wish and the mission of our
editorship.

Why am I dealing with this theme in the editori-
al? The reason relates to a recent case of unethical
authorship. Our journal came close to publishing
a previously published article in which the authors
made a contradictory statement. After ten years of
publishing this journal, we simply did not believe
we would encounter such a case of misuse, for we
placed our trust in the integrity of the authors. That
was our mistake, and unfortunately, we can no lon-
ger proceed with this level of trust. What is instead
necessary is to control and sanction authors who at-
tempt duplicate publication. In this recent case, we
were lucky to discover the malfeasance in time. For
that, we owe exclusive thanks to an excellent reviewer
who exposed the matter and drew our attention to
it. This underscores the exceptional importance of
reviewers and their work to confirm the authenticity
of research, especially in the field of medicine—a sen-
sitive field, particularly with regard to ethics.

Many journals insist that authors append a state-
ment that confirms the authenticity of their rese-
arch, explicitly declaring that the submission has not
been sent for publication to other scientific journals.
Our journal requires this as well. To proceed ethi-
cally, authors must wait to hear back from a journal



razpravljanjem imenujemo podvajanje publikacije
(duplicate publication), kar je podobno kot plagia-
torstvo. COPE klasifikacija uvrs¢a dvojno publikaci-
jo v velike in manjse zadeve. Velika motnja se steje,
kadar gre za iste podatke, z enakimi zakljuc¢ki in av-
torji, pri cemer gre lahko za spremembo v avtorstvu
ali v predhodno objavljenem prispevku.

Manjsa motnja je oznacena kot »salami slicing« z zna-
ki dvojnega objavljanja pri ponovni analizi ali pona-
vljanju, kjer gre za razsiritev skupine ali nadgradnjo
metod. Pogosto so za objavljanje zlorabljene revije,
ki izhajajo v jeziku, ki ni angleski. Gre za izrazito ne-
eti¢éno obnasanje avtorjev.

Na urednistvu je pomembna in odgovorna dolinost
se tega zavedati in ustrezno ukrepati. Vse tiste, ki se
posluzujejo neeti¢nega pristopa k objavljanju pri-
spevkov, moramo ustrezno sankcionirati in tako pre-
preciti zlorabo objavljanja.

Znanost je ena in edina, posledice njene zlorabe so
strahotne; ne sodelujmo v teh dogodkih. Ustavimo
zlorabo in prispevajmo k varni znanosti.

Red. prof. dr. Dusica Pahor,
odgovorna urednica

Bonis nocet, qui malis parcit.

(Seneka)

Dobrim skodi, kdor prizanasa zlim.
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before submitting their paper to another. A viola-
tion of this standard is unacceptable and must be
correspondingly sanctioned. The editorship of this
journal has thus decided that authors, including co-
-authors, who abuse these rules—and, in turn, our
trust—will be prohibited from publishing articles in
our journal for a period of three years. According
to the judgement of our editorship, this is the mini-
mum sanction that must be imposed.

Submitting articles with identical data, hypotheses,
and discussion constitutes a case of duplicate publi-
cation, on par with plagiarism. The COPE classifi-
cation divides duplicate publications into major or
minor offences. A major offence is regarded as a case
of identical data, with the same conclusions, even in
cases where there is change in the authorship.

A minor offence involves the attempt at so-called ‘sa-
lami’ publication—authors seeking to publish articles
that exhibit characteristics of duplicate publications:
renewed analysis or repetition, with group expansi-
on or upgraded methods. Journals that are not issu-
ed in English are often misused in publishing. To do
so represents a distinctive case of unethical author
behaviour.

It is the duty of this editorship to be vigilant of these
dangers and to take the appropriate measures. Any
authors who adopt an unethical approach to publis-
hing their work will henceforth be sanctioned in an
effort to prevent attempts at fraudulent publications.
Science is sacrosanct, and the consequences of its
misuse are disastrous. We must not tolerate unethi-
cal scientific practices. Rather, we must work toge-
ther to protect the principles of scientific research.

Full Professor Dusica Pahor, MD
Editor-in-Chief

Bonis nocet, qui malis parcit.

(Seneka)

He harms the good people who spares the evil.
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