C|O P|E | commiTree on PUBLIGATION ETHICS ‘ ‘ ‘ |

What to do if you suspect an ethical problem
with a submitted manuscript

N e.g. lack of ethical approval/
Reviewer (or editor) raises ethical concern re: patient consent

[ concern about manuscript or protection/concern

re: animal experimentation

( Thank reviewer and say you plan to investigate )

+ e.g. request evidence of
. ) ethical committee/IRB
( Author(s) supplies relevant details approval/copy of informed

| consent documents

( Satisfactory answer ) (Unsatisfactory answer/no response)
Inform author that review ) (Cons'de submitting case
Apologise and continue ) . der submitting
. process is suspended until to COPE if it raises novel
review process ) co
case is resolved keth|cal issues
A
Y
<
Forward concerns to author’s
employer or person responsible
for research governance at institution
]
N~  Issue resolved No/unsatisfactory
D ———— satisfactory response
/
Contact institution at 3—-6
monthly intervals, seeking
conclusion of investigation
Y
{ Infgrrrcgerll]lsv(\)/feg ;as:ut ] No/unsatisfactory Developed for
u response COPE by Liz Wager
of Sideview
(www.lizwager.com)
( Refer to other authorities © 2013 Committee
(e.g. medical registration on Publication Ethics
L body, UKPRI, ORI) First published 2006

A non-exclusive
licence to reproduce
these flowcharts
may be applied

for by writing to:
cope_administrator@
publicationethics.org

publicationethics.org




