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“Years ago society accorded sci-
ence the privilege of governing 
itself. If it finds that its trust 
continues to be betrayed, the 
politicians will step by default”

S. Lock (1)

To the Editor: The readers of 
the Croatian Medical Journal 
(CMJ) are witnesses that, long 
ago, the editors of the CMJ have 
placed themselves under the ob-
ligation to take actions in favor 
of good scientific practice, the 
important part of which is the 
good editorial practice. Their ef-
forts to achieve this goal were, 
and still are, fruitful – several ar-
ticles, editorials and books were 
published, in which the CMJ ed-
itors acted as educators of good 
scientific practice (2-4). More-
over, the CMJ appointed the ed-
itor for responsible conduct of 
research – the very first position 
in this part of the world. These 
and many other achievements 
(5) made the CMJ inspiring for 

the journal editors in small sci-
entific communities.

Sometimes, editors of scien-
tific journals face unpleasant sit-
uations – unethical (fraudulent) 
behavior of each of the main ac-
tors in the publishing game – 
authors, reviewers, and editors. 
Fortunately, it seems that such 
events are rare. In the short his-
tory of the CMJ, its editors, who 
strictly adhere to best interna-
tional scientific practices, have 
had the duty and obligation to 
correct the fraudulent literature 
– five cases of plagiarism (6), and 
they acted accordingly.

More recently, using a meta-
analysis, Ian Chalmers detected 
two plagiarized articles of Asim 
Kurjak (7). After scrutinizing 
this author’s articles published 
in the CMJ, and after consulta-
tion with World Association 
of Medical editors (WAME) 
and the Committee on Publica-
tion Ethics (COPE), the CMJ 
editors retracted two plagia-

rized articles – and the affair ex-
ploded (8). Heated arguments 
pro and contra Asim Kurjak 
were published (see Rapid Re-
sponses to refs. 7 and 8, avail-
able from http://www.bmj.com/
cgi/eletters/333/7568/594 and 
http://www.bmj.com/cgi/elet-
ters/335/7627/0). In conflict 
situations, taking side may be 
understandable; much less un-
derstandable is that the affair 
turned not against the viola-
tor of high ethical principles of 
science, but against the people 
whose duty is to correct fraudu-
lent literature (9).

It is a sad situation when ed-
itors who are proven to practice 
and observe good editorial prac-
tice are accused of misbehavior. 
Perhaps it is the fate of whistle-
blowers (10). However, I am 
convinced that, in spite of this 
bitter experience, the editors 
of the CMJ will remain firm in 
their efforts to improve the ethi-
cal climate in their surroundings, 
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from which not only the Croa-
tian, but also much larger scien-
tific communities, will certain-
ly benefit. Therefore, answering 
the question in the title of this 
letter, I decidedly say – yes!

Ljiljana N. Vučković-Dekić

ljvd@ncrc.ac.yu

Institute for Oncology and 
Radiology of Serbia  
Belgrade, Serbia

References
1 Ray JG. Judging the judges: the role of 

journal editors. Q JM. 2002;95:769-
74. Medline:12454319 doi:10.1093/

qjmed/95.12.769

2 Petrovecki M, Sheetz M. Croatian 
Medical Journal introduces culture, 
control, and the study of research 
integrity. Croat Med J. 2001;42:7-13. 
Medline:11172649

3 Marusic M, Marusic A. Good editorial 
practice: editors as educators. Croat 
Med J. 2001;42:113-20. Medline:11 
259730

4 Marusic A. Author misconduct: editors 
as educators of research integrity. 
Med Educ. 2005;39:7-8. Medline: 
15612894 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2929. 
2004.02050.x

5 Vuckovic-Dekic L. Role of journals in 
addressing scientific misconduct. 
Croat Med J. 2004;45:104-6. Med 
line:15132163

6 Katavic V. Five-year report of Croatian 
Medical Journal’s research integrity 

editor – policy, policing, or policing 
policy. Croat Med J. 2006;47:220-7. 
Medline:16625685

7 Chalmers I. Role of systematic reviews in 
detecting plagiarism: case of Asim 
Kurjak. BMJ. 2006;333:594-6. Med 
line:16974016 doi:10.1136/bmj.389 
68.611296.F7

8 Godlee F. Plagiarism and punishment. 
BMJ. 2007;335:0. 

9 Marusic M, Marusic A. Threats to the 
integrity of the Croatian Medical 
Journal. Croat Med J. 2007;48:779-
85. Medline:18074411

10 Handling misconduct – whistleblowers. 
Available from: http://www.ori.
hhs .gov/misconduct/Guidelines _
Whistleblower.shtml. Accessed: Janu-
ary 23, 2008.

mailto: ljvd@ncrc.ac.yu 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12454319&dopt=Abstrac
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/qjmed/95.12.769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/qjmed/95.12.769
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11172649&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11172649&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11259730&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11259730&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15612894&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15612894&dopt=Abstrac
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2929.2004.02050.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2929.2004.02050.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15132163&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15132163&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16625685&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16625685&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16974016&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16974016&dopt=Abstrac
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.38968.611296.F7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.38968.611296.F7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18074411&dopt=Abstrac
http://www.ori.hhs.gov/misconduct/Guidelines_Whistleblower.shtml
http://www.ori.hhs.gov/misconduct/Guidelines_Whistleblower.shtml
http://www.ori.hhs.gov/misconduct/Guidelines_Whistleblower.shtml

