
Controversies in medical publishing; messages
from New Delhi

One of us (RY) has just returned from New Delhi after
attending the 1st Conference of The World Association
of Medical Editors. It is always refreshing attending a
conference in which one’s own clinical work is not
the principle focus. There is the opportunity to mix
with those from other disciplines and from the publish-
ing industry. The meeting was well attended, with over
200 delegates, mostly from South Asia. The most strik-
ing observation was of the gross dichotomy in the
medical publishing world based entirely on wealth.
Wealthy countries have profitable publishing industries
supporting high levels of production and attracting
much quality content from around the world. In con-
trast, low- and middle-income countries have a poorly
resourced publishing infrastructure. This lack of
resources, combined with the pressure to publish in
some countries, has led to article numbers being used
as a ‘currency’ in appointment and promotion to aca-
demic positions. Although to some extent this is a
worldwide trend, the situation is particularly acute in
India where a ‘perfect storm’ has in large parts driven
the development of so-called ‘predatory journals’. We
have mentioned this phenomenon in a previous editor-
ial,1 but basically it involves the fabrication of journal
titles in order to attract articles that are ‘published’ in
return for money. The peer review is absent or fabri-
cated in these ‘journals’, as is indexing and often trace-
ability. Unfortunately, these articles often turn up when
subjects are investigated in the major search engines
such as Google.
Another feature of medical publishing, mirroring

what is happening outside of medicine, is the desire
of modern culture to access information in small
bites, immediately. The use of social media is a large
feature of this, and is being embraced by many in the
publishing world. The advantage of this development
is the rapid dissemination of information to the public
as well as medical professionals, which can only be a
good thing, as long as the information remains evi-
dence-based and is not misleading. New web platforms
such Cureus2 and Health News Review3 are part of this
‘rapid learning community’. Other resources new to
authors include the Equator Network,4 which neatly
summarises reporting guidelines for clinical trials.

One almost universal feeling amongst the medical
editors present in New Delhi was the despair at
‘impact factor’ being used as a measure of journal
quality. Editors felt that this index very rarely reflected
the true ‘quality’ of a journal and often led to journals
whose content was of little interest to active clinicians,
as opposed to those in pure research. Editors agreed
that chasing impact factor often led to manipulative
practices that detracted from the true quality of a jour-
nal’s content.
This issue of The Journal of Laryngology & Otology

contains a number of articles featuring topics of great
importance to active ENT clinicians. These include
an analysis of the cost effectiveness of acoustic
neuroma screening,5 a comparison of different tonsil-
lectomy techniques,6 and a review of biomarkers pre-
dicting chemotherapy response in advanced head and
neck cancer.7 Also of interest to those of both sexes
with greying hair, is that this feature, when it presents
prematurely, appears to be associated with hearing
loss at high frequencies.8
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