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Useful journals 
European Science Editing: http://www.ease.org.uk/publications/european-science-editing 

Journal of Scholarly Publishing: http://www.utpjournals.com/Journal-of-Scholarly-
Publishing.html 

Learned Publishing: http://www.learned-publishing.org 

 

 

Websites 

ALPSP (Association of Learned, Professional and Society Publishers) www.alpsp.org 
they have a useful journal (Learned Publishing) and also a monthly newsletter (for 
members only). 

Author and referee resources from Nature: 
http://www.nature.com/nature/submit/get_published/ 

COPE: http://publicationethics.org/ 
CrossRef (including CrossCheck andCrossMark): www.crossref.org 
EASE (European Association of Scientific Editors) – www.ease.org.uk  
EQUATOR: www.equator-network.org/ 
European Medical Writers Association (EMWA) http://www.emwa.org/ 
Peer review congress. 2013 is in Chicago: see 

http://www.peerreviewcongress.org/index.html 
PLoS Article-level metrics: http://article-level-metrics.plos.org/ 
Scholarly Kitchen blog: http://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/ 
Sense about Science, Peer Review - 

http://www.senseaboutscience.org.uk/index.php/site/project/29/ 
Social bookmarking of articles: CiteUlike: www.citeulike.org/ 
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Social bookmarking of articles: Menderley: http://www.mendeley.com 
World Association of Medical Editors - http://www.wame.org/ 
Writing and editing assistance: AuthorAid: www.authoraid.org 
Writing and editing assistance: Edanz Group: http://www.edanzgroup.com/ 
Writing and editing assistance: guidelines from the BMJ, http://www.bmj.com/about-

bmj/resources-authors 
Writing and editing assistance: Mediterranean Editors and Translators (MET): 

www.metmeetings.org/ 
 
 
 

Useful organisations 
Association of Learned and Professional Society Publishers (ALPSP) 
ALPSP represent the interests of those involved in academic publishing. Members 
include publishers from around the world, especially those working in the in non-
profit environment. They provide a wealth of online resources, a monthly newsletter 
about publishing developments, a quarterly scholarly journal, advice on publishing 
issues and training courses in publishing (mostly held in the UK). www.alpsp.org  

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) 
An organisation that advises editors. Their website includes useful policy 
statements for editors. By becoming a member editors have access to their advice 
on disputes. www.publicationethics.org.uk 

Council of Science Editors (CSE) 
A major US-based organisation. Has regular meetings and educational programme. 
www.councilscienceediting.org  

European Association of Science Editors (EASE) 
The European Association of Science Editors (EASE) is an internationally oriented 
community of individuals from diverse backgrounds, linguistic traditions and 
professional experience who share an interest in science communication and 
editing. It welcomes members from every corner of the worldwww.ease.org.uk 

International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) 
This organisation provides the key guidelines used by journals around the world: 
the Uniform Requirements for Manuscripts Submitted to Biomedical Journals: 
Writing and Editing for Biomedical Publication. www.icmje.org/ 

The International Society of Managing and Technical Editors 
The mission of The International Society of Managing and Technical Editors (ISMTE) 
is to enhance the professionalism of scholarly journals' editorial office staff by 
providing networking and training infrastructure, establishing and providing 
resources for best practices, and studying, benchmarking and reporting on editorial 
office practices. http://www.ismte.org/ 

World Association of Medical Editors 
A worldwide organisation for editors. Has policy statements, forum, booklists etc. 
www.wame.org  

 


