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Agenda and Order of the Day 
Saturday 17 September 

9:00–17:00 
Atlantic Room, Hotel Gdańsk 

 

1 ) Opening and Introductions 09:00 

2 ) Appointment of Rapporteur(s) / Adoption of Agenda / Meeting Arrangements (Bill Anthony, Søren 
Lund). 

09:10 

3 ) Business  

 3.1 ) Review of 2010 Publications Committee Report and past PUBCOM activities (Chair) 09:15 

 3.2 ) Matters arising during 2010/2011 (Chair)  

 3.3 ) Overview Report of the ICES Executive Editor (Bill Anthony) 09:45 

 3.4 ) Communications Strategy Implementation (Bill Anthony) 10:00 

  Coffee break 10:30 

 3.5 ) ICES Communications Strategy into the future (Chair, Bill Anthony) 
– Developing Core Scripts and identifying matters that require consultation before 

distribution 
– Policies for EG outcomes 
– Identifying Outcomes from EG/WG activities for enhanced communication 
– Developing a strategy to engage the Academic Community 
– Identifying priority areas for public outreach 
– Recommendations for SciCom 

10:45 

 3.6 ) Providing a corporate memory of PUB outcomes  
– Developing a procedural manual for SSI, EG Chairs concerning ICES Publications 

and Communications Methods and Policies 

 

 3.7 ) ICES website – update on progress to date, future plans (Bill Anthony and Bodil Chemnitz) 
Discussion (Chair) 

11:15 

 3.8 ) ICES News Page – link with Communications Strategy (Bill Anthony) 11:45 

 3.9 ) ICES Insight (Bill Anthony)  

 3.10 ) Candidacy Statements of nominees for Chair of PUBCOM (excluding ex officios, nominees, 
In-coming EiC) – (Andy Payne, Mark Dickey-Collas, Myron Peck) 

In camera discussion candidacy statements into lunch break (Chair, Fred Serchuck, Bill 
Turrell, Dariusz Fey, Antonio Bode) 

12:15 

  Lunch break 12:30 

 3.11 ) Review of ICES JMS Activities 2010/2011 (Andy Payne) 13:45 

 3.12 ) Report by Oxford University Press (Ian Sherman)  14:15 

   Matters arising concerning JMS  

 3.13 ) Outlook for IJMS (Howard Browman – In-coming EiC) 14:45 

 3.14 ) Overview of the Search process for EiC (Bill Anthony) 15:00 

  Coffee Break 15:15 

 3.15 ) Review of ICES Publications Activities 2009/2010 – CRR, TIMES, Leaflets  (Emory 
Anderson, Paul Keizer, Bill Anthony) 

               Backlog of submissions  

15:30 
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– PUBCOM recommendations from 2010 revisited 
– Use of recycled paper in ICES Publications 

 3.16 ) Progress of CRR on Climate Change – Issues arising (Bill Anthony) 16:00 

 3.17 ) Review of membership  16:15 

 3.18 ) JMS requirements in resolutions involving symposia (Chair) 16:30 

 3.19 ) Review of resolutions involving publications and symposia (Chair, Andy Payne)  

4 ) Matters arising and AOB 16:50 

5)   Close  17:00 

 

 



3  | Publications–Communications Group 

ICES CM 
 

ICES Journal of Marine Science 
Editors’ Report for 2010/2011 

Andrew I. L. Payne, Emory D. Anderson, Audrey J. Geffen, Sarah B. M. Kraak,  
Pierre Pepin, John W. Ramster, Rochelle D. Seitz, Verena M. Trenkel,  

and William R. Turrell 
(with inputs from Bill Anthony and Søren Lund, ICES, Copenhagen) 

 

Executive summary 

To assist in digesting this extensive report, we provide a non-priority or main-report-
order bulleted list of the major issues contained herein. 

• Nine editors (including Editor-in-Chief) in post up to June 2011; eight thereafter. 

• New Editor-in-Chief appointed for five years from January 2012. 

• In 2010, two symposium issues and seven standard issues published (in all 2046 pp., but 
including a record number of standard issue pages). 

• 2010 backlog of standard issue manuscripts cleared by March 2011. 

• Page budget for the Journal increased for 2011 by 150 pp., and by decreasing the symposium 
allocation from 250 pp. to 200 pp. in 2012, the annual standard issue page budget will 
increase again by up to another 150 pp. 

• There is possibly a need to consider raising the annual page budget regularly rather than 
stepwise, every five or six years, but that decision can only be taken in the context of rejection 
rates, Impact Factor trends, and ICES member country requirements.  

• The number of standard issue manuscripts published annually was “stable” from 2007 to 
2011. 

• The Journal’s Impact Factor for 2011 was slightly down on earlier years, but its ranking 
among traditional competitors is unchanged. 

• Production standards are excellent, equal to any of our competitors; OUP copy-editing 
standards are reasonable, but input by editors/E-i-C has maintained the high output standard 
overall. 

• Proof-reading by authors is not as rigorous as it should be. 

• Primary rejection rate is now 35–40% across the board; the secondary rejection rate (by 
editors) is another 30–40%. 

• 2011 is the final year of the first OUP/ICES partnership publishing contract, and a new 
contract between the two being negotiated. 

• Four symposium issues were published in 2011 (a total of 10 issues for the year), including 
one delayed from 2010. 

• ScholarOne is now being used successfully for nearly all symposium productions, and 
recommended for all future production (i.e. all symposia post-2011). 

• A record annual 317 standard issue mss submitted in 2010; predicted new record again (just) 
in 2011. 

• There is a shortage of proposals for symposium issues of the Journal into the future. 

• Most manuscripts (~90%) are published in the 12 months following submission. 
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• Reviewer delays and author-revision delays are the main reason for a few manuscripts taking 
a long time to publication. 

• Journal website documents are constantly being updated, though occasionally almost the 
same documents appear as different on the OUP and ICES websites. 

• Mission and Journal Strategy documents underpin all decision-making. 

• Advice is not to set a quota for each editor for monthly delivery of manuscripts, but to 
manage holistically and flexibly. 

• Finding willing and competent reviewers remains difficult. 

• Requests to pre-screen potential manuscript submissions on the increase. 

• OUP turnaround proofs always well within 15 (working) days, a very impressive 
performance, no matter how busy they are. 

• Academia now produces more publications as lead author than State organizations, for the 
first time since records were kept. 

• The spread of disciplines being published matches the agreed aims and scope of the Journal. 

• Rejection rates among non-ICES member countries and non-English-speaking ICES 
countries tend to be higher than those of traditional (including the main English-speaking) 
ICES countries. 

The Editors, the Team, and events 

• January 2010–July 2011. Nine editors in post, AILP (Editor-in-Chief), EDA, 
AJG, SBMK, PP, JWR, RDS, VMT, and WRT. 

• August 2011 on. Eight editors in post, JWR having resigned as a result of 
sudden ill health. 

• For 2012, a new Editor-in-Chief will take over, AILP having given notice of 
not wishing to renew his E-i-C contract for a further term. After an open 
advertisement, short-listing, and interviews overseen by an independent 
ICES/OUP/external panel, Howard Browman was appointed for a five-year 
term starting January 2012. Decisions need now be made on whether or not 
to replace JWR on the team, specifically covering the fisheries acoustics 
discipline, and on any roles that may be required of PP (whose contract also 
ends in December 2011) and AILP, if available, beyond the end of 2011. 
Continuity, technical capability, and capacity (traditionally 25–30 
manuscripts per editor) are important issues in dealing with current 
submission and assignment rates (ca. 240 standard manuscripts assigned 
post-primary screening to the editor team per year). 

• BA, ICES Executive Editor, handles technical queries and the formal 
relationship, on behalf of the General Secretary, between ICES, the Bureau 
and committees, its scientists, and the Publisher. He facilitated the search for 
a new Editor-in-Chief on behalf of the Chair of SCICOM, Manuel Barange, 
and also oversees and quality-controls subcontracts with copy-editors hired 
for specific symposia. 

• SL manages the Journal’s “virtual office”, including receiving and archiving 
all Journal manuscripts other than those destined for symposia, helping 
authors submit their manuscripts and supporting information through the 
electronic submission and publishing mechanism ScholarOne, which has 
been in use since 1 January 2009, supporting editors in “hours of need” when 
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the system is beyond them, and producing many of the statistics 
automatically or manually on which this report is based. Recently too, he has 
been mentoring Anita Hansen in the ICES office to assist in this vital task. 

• The annual editors’ get-together with the Publisher took place in association 
with the Annual Science Conference in Nantes (all editors except AJG 
present), AILP, BA, and SL attended the Oxford University Press Journals 
Day event in Oxford in April 2010, and BA attended the same event in 
Oxford in April 2011. At both these last two events, relevant Journal affairs 
were discussed in depth with the local Oxford University Press team. 

2010, Volume 67: an overview  

Two scheduled symposium issues were published (Figure 1): 

• October 2010: Cephalopod Life History, Populations and Environment. 
Selected Papers of CIAC ‘09, Vigo, Spain, September 2009 (Guest editors 
Ángel F. González, Gretta T. Pecl, and Graham J. Pierce; Journal-assigned 
editor AILP), 214 pp. 

• December 2010: Rebuilding Depleted Fish Stocks: Biology, Ecology, Social 
Science, and Management Strategies, Warnemünde, Germany, November 
2009 (Guest editor Niels Daan; Journal-assigned editor SBMK), 228 pp. 

Seven standard issues (145 contributions, 1604 pp.) including: 

• nine contributions from The Indiseas Project, Using Indicators to Evaluate, 
Compare, and Communicate Ecological Status, a Eur-Oceans European 
Network of Excellence project involving a good number of ICES Scientists. 

• three contributions from the ICES ASC Theme Session “What do fish learn in 
schools? Life cycle diversity within populations, mechanisms, and 
consequences” held in Berlin, Germany, September 2009. 

 

Figure 1. Number of pages published in the ICES JMS, 1991–2011 (Volume 68 of 2011 not all yet in 
hard copy, so Issue 10 of that year is estimated); each block in a stack is one issue; light blue, regular 
issues; dark blue, symposia; crimson: supplements. 
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• The formally agreed 2010 page budget was 1800 pp. (Figure 2), including 
symposia, the same as for the previous four years. Eventually, 2046 pp. were 
published, the publication of one symposium originally scheduled for 2010 
being delayed until January 2011 to facilitate clearance of the backlog of 
ready standard issue manuscripts; the guest editors had, in any case, to face 
some delays in the finalization of some papers. 

• As a result of the backlog in ready standard issue manuscripts, the whole 
annual page budget (including the extra allocation) was already allocated (i.e. 
scheduled into the final issues of the year, with several works still held over 
to 2011) by September 2010. That backlog extended a few months only into 
2011, before being cleared. 

• The number of issues scheduled per year, other than Supplements, which are 
irregular (Figure 1), remained unchanged at nine, as has been the situation 
since 2006.  

• After a period of growth from the early 1990s, the number of pages published 
annually in standard issues has stabilized at just over 2000 pp., along with 
the page budget (Figure 2), though with annual fluctuations sponsored by 
the Publisher. However, where the number of pages published exceeded the 
annual page budget, this was a consequence of symposium issues not 
delivering their full page allocation and/or the Publisher providing extra 
pages to preclude a backlog from developing. In 2010, the number of 
standard issue pages published was a record, to address the backlog that had 
developed then.  

 

Figure 2. Standard issue (i.e. not including symposium issues) number of pages published per 
volume of the ICES JMS (Volume 68 page extent is estimated, all but the final issue having been 
collated at the time of writing), and the page budgets. The increase in standard issue page budget for 
2011 (Volume 68) was a real one agreed between ICES and OUP, and for 2012 (Volume 69) arises 
with the implementation of a reduced page budget for symposium issues, down from 250 pp. per 
issue to 200 pp. per issue, unless negotiated otherwise in advance.  

• In terms of papers published in standard issues since the title was changed to 
ICES Journal of Marine Science (Figure 3), there was initial growth followed by 
a slight decline, the latter reflecting partly the increasing rejection rate over 
the few years up to 2009, then an increase in 2010 to a new annual record for 
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standard issue manuscripts published, as the backlog was addressed. There 
was also a short-term trend for average page extent per standard issue 
manuscript to increase slightly, to ±11 pp., but this trend has now been 
reversed by editor intervention. 

 
Figure 3. Number of manuscripts published in standard issues of the Journal since Volume 48 of 
1991 (Volume 68 estimated). 

• The ICES symposium schedule (published and planned) is given in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Symposium proceedings published and to be published in the ICES Journal of Marine 
Science since 1997, with information on the (likely) time lapse between meeting date and cover date 
(† Supplement, supported by separate funding; parenthesis in Column 2 indicates conveners because 
guest editor(s) are not yet in place, and in Column 6 indicates that IJMS editor agreement has still to 
be reached). 

TITLE GUEST EDITOR(S) 
MEETING 
DATE 

(SCHEDULED) 
COVER DATE 

TIME 
LAPSE 
(MONTHS) IJMS ED. 

Temporal variability of plankton (Kiel) Colijn et al. Mar1997 Aug. 1998 17 Daan 

Salmon culture and wild stocks (Bath) Hutchinson Apr 1997 Dec 1997 8 Daan 

Recruitment dynamics (Baltimore), Part 1 Fogarty Sep 1997 Apr 2000 31 Daan 

Recruitment dynamics (Baltimore), Part 2 Fogarty Sep 1997 Oct 2001 49 Daan 

Brackish water ecosystems (Helsinki) Mälkki Aug 1998 Dec 1999† 16 Daan 

Marine benthos dynamics (Crete) Eleftheriou Oct 1998 Oct 2000 24 Daan 

Confronting uncertainty (Cape Town) Payne Nov 1998 Dec 1999 13 Daan 

Ecosystem effects of fishing (Montpellier) Hollingworth Mar1999 Jun 2000 15 Daan 

Population dynamics of Calanus (Tromsø) Tande/Miller Aug 1999 Dec 2000 16 Payne 

Environmental effects of mariculture (St Andrews, NB) Wildish  Sep 1999 Apr 2001 19 Daan 

7th CARAH  (San Remo) Jensen Oct 1999 Oct 2002† 36 Daan 

Capelin - what are they good for? (Reykjavík) Hollingworth July 2001 Oct 2002 15 Payne 

Acoustics in fisheries and aquatic ecology (Montpellier) MacLennan Jun 2002 Jun 2003 12 Ramster 

Role of zooplankton in global ecosystem dynamics (Gijón) Valdés et al. May 2003 Jun2004 13 Frid 

Fish behaviour in exploited ecosystems (Bergen) Fernö et al. Jun 2003 Oct 2004 16 Pepin 

Quantitative ecosystem indicators in Fish Mgmt (Paris) Daan Apr 2004 May 2005 13 Payne 

Influence of climate change on N Atlantic stocks (Bergen) Drinkwater et al. May2004 Oct 2005 17 Megrey 

Gadoid mariculture: devt & future challenges (Bergen) Trippel et al. Jun 2004 Mar 2006 21 Pepin 

Interactions between cultivated and wild salmon (Bergen) Hutchinson Oct 2005 Aug 2006 10 Ramster 

Management strategies (Galway) Daan Jun 2006 May 2007 11 Payne 

Fishing technology in the 21st Century (Boston, MA) Amaratunga Nov 2006 Nov 2007 12 Pepin 

Marine bio-invasions (Washington DC) Pederson & Blakeslee May 2007 Jul 2008 14 Payne 

4th Intl Symp on zooplankton production (Hiroshima) Dagg et al. May 2007 Apr 2008 11 Pepin 

MPA – PROTECT/EMPAFISH (Murcia) Hoffman & Pérez Ruzafa Sep 2007 Jan 2009 16 Geffen 

Marine environmental indicators (London) Daan Nov 2007 Nov 2008 12 Trenkel 

Effect of climate change ICES/PICES (Gijón) Valdés et al. May 2008 Aug 2009† 14 Pepin 

Ecosystem approach with fisheries acoustics (Bergen) MacLennan & Demer Jun 2008 Jul 2009 13 Ramster 

Linking herring and climate change (Galway) Daan Aug 2008 Sep 2009 13 Geffen 

Issues confronting the deep oceans CDP (Azores) Menezes, Bergstad, et al. Apr 2009 Jan 2011 21 Pepin 

Cephalopods and enviornmental variability (Vigo) González, Pecl & Pierce Sep 2009 Oct 2010 13 Payne 

Recovery of depleted fish stocks (Warnemünde) Daan Nov 2009 Dec 2010 13 Kraak 

Remote sensing and fisheries (SAFARI) (Kochi, India) Koeller Feb 2010 Mar 2011 13 Anderson 

Climate change effects on fish and fisheries (Sendai) Hollowed, Ito, Kim, et al. Apr 2010 Jul 2011 15 Pepin 

Collecting/interpreting fishery-dependent data (Galway) MacLennan Aug 2010 Sep 2011 13 Trenkel 

5th International Zooplankton Symposium (Pucon, Chile) Keister, Mackas, et al. Mar 2011 (May 2012)  Payne 

Hydrobiological variability in ICES area (Santander) Wiebe/Cadrin/Loeng May 2011 (Jul 2012)  Turrell 

Climate effects: polar and subpolar ecosystems (Seattle) Hunt & Drinkwater May 2011 (Sep 2012)†  Geffen 

Salmon at sea (La Rochelle) Hutchinson (Oct 2011) (Nov 2012)  Anderson 

2nd ICES/PICES Effects of Climate Change (Yeosu, S Korea) (Valdés, Suam, Hughes) (May 
2012) 

(Jul 2013)   

Forage fish interactions (Nantes) (Neuenfeldt, Peck) (Nov 2012) (Jan 2014)   

      

In addition, the third ICES/PICES Early Career Scientist Conference 2012 will be held during April 2012, in 
Palma de Mallorca, Spain, with Adi Kellermann (ICES) and Stewart (Skip) McKinnell (PICES) as primary 
conveners, and Journal editor Rochelle Seitz as in-house editorial quality controller (Column 6 above). 
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Summary for 2010 

• This was a very productive year for the Journal, although the latest version of 
the citation index (valid up to the end of 2010, but issued mid-2011) reveals 
that the index slipped slightly. The ranking of the Journal against its 
competitors (in fisheries and oceanography) was maintained, however. 

• All issues appeared on time or slightly in advance of their cover month. 
• A serious backlog arose during late 2009 and the first half of 2010 along with 

a burgeoning submission rate, but remedial action by the editors, ICES, and 
the Publisher rectified the situation by March 2011. Mainly, this involved 
increasing the rate of primary rejection, editors being more rigorous in their 
own decision-making (both actions applied through close adherence of all 
editors to the Journal Mission, which itself supports the ICES Science Plan), 
Supplementary material (published electronically only) largely supplanting 
often-extensive Appendices, clear guidelines on maximum length being 
enforced rigorously on submission, no extra suites being solicited or 
accepted, and the Publisher proposing slight overruns and firefighting 
policies (including allowing one symposium issue extra to be published, in 
2011).  

• The Oxford University Press Journals Production Editor (Hannah Proctor) 
and Publishing Editor (Ian Sherman) continued to develop their close 
working relationship with the authors of this report and ICES, and the OUP 
ScholarOne advisory staff (Colleen Cusworth and Simone Larche) rendered 
appreciated and swift technical support whenever requested. The last two 
were particularly supportive as the Journal took on its first symposium issue 
with the electronic system (published in mid 2011). Very recently too, OUP 
assigned support to Hannah in the production department, in the form of 
Kate Puttick, to preclude the occasional glitches in the process arising when 
Hannah is away. 

• Oxford University Press typesetting and print standards continued to be 
excellent, copy-editing standards were generally acceptable, and copy-
editing error rates slowly declined except in symposium articles, where the 
performance fluctuated as ICES-contracted copy-editors continued to adjust 
to our documented styles and formats.  

• New tabular styles for the Journal mean that few errors find their way into 
proof provided the material is submitted in reasonable form by authors (not 
always the case!) and editors; ditto the general quality of artwork, where 
innovative styles are regrettably still the norm in many cases. 

• The Editor-in-Chief (AILP) remained as the conduit (and in-house copy-edit 
quality control) through which standard issue material is released for 
publication to the Publisher. 

• Proof-reading is the primary responsibility of authors, but regrettably man 
authors do not take that task as seriously as they should, meaning that 
assigned editors and the Editor-in-Chief sometimes have to spend extra time 
checking the typeset material carefully themselves. This is not an ideal 
situation, but the remedy for it is not immediately clear. Currently, the 
Editor-in-Chief collates the requested requirements for final changes (from 
author and assigned editor, and himself) into a single authorized list for the 
typesetters to use in finalization of a proof; the process does work, second 
proofs rarely (~2%) being commissioned. 
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• Required grammatical standards of most works are met at submission of the 
revision, but substantial editor input is still required for some revised 
manuscripts. An unavoidable trend is for submitted material with 
grammatical shortcomings not to be assigned to editor or review unless 
improved to at least a standard where the reader can be confident that he/she 
fully understands the content of the written work. Regrettably, this means 
that several countries whose native language is not English or where English 
is not often spoken have a much higher rejection rate than countries where 
English is dominant. 

2011, Volume 68: recent developments 

The backlog of standard issue proofs (the whole page budget for 2010 having been filled 
by June 2010) required urgent remedial action by the Publisher and editorial team, so 
the actions initially implemented in mid-2010 were continued into 2011. These included: 

• Reducing page length per article by rigorously implementing length 
restrictions on most standard issue papers at submission, and publishing 
most Appendices as Supplementary material. 

• Withdrawing the offer to ASC theme session conveners to publish relevant 
(to ICES) suites of material, along with discouraging or turning down 
occasional suites of relevant material sometimes offered to the Journal for 
consideration, in both cases unless lobbied for by the ICES Scientific or 
Advisory Committees. 

• Maintaining the Editor-in-Chief’s primary rejection rate (without assignment 
to editor or subsequent review) at a targeted 35–40% and urging editors to be 
ultra-rigorous in evaluating their assigned manuscripts in line with ICES 
Strategy and the Journal’s Mission and vision (generally another 20% of 
manuscripts overall, or ~40% of assignments to editors, are rejected in this 
way). Table 2 exemplifies the result of this hike in rejection rate, although 
some contributors do object to this extra rigour and heightened failure rate of 
manuscripts, regrettably adding to the workload of the Editor-in-Chief in the 
form of appeals and explanations. Overall, though, it is pleasing to be able to 
report that there has been a broad understanding of the changed (real-world) 
circumstances and the need for a more rigorous policy across the ICES and 
international scientific community in terms of publication in the Journal, and 
the overall scientific standard of published material remains, in our opinion, 
on an upward trajectory. 

Table 2. Primary rejection rates, 2008–2011 (to 18/07/11); values are drawn and expanded in detail 
from those listed later in Table 3.  

YEAR TOTAL STANDARD 
SUBMISSIONS 

ACCEPTED DECISION 
PENDING 

REJECTED PRIMARY 
REJECTION 

EDITOR REJECTION 
WITHOUT REVIEW 

2008 262 161 0 101 (38.5%) 22 (8.3%) 10 (3.8%) 

2009 313 155 0 158 (50.4%) 49 (15.7%) 15 (4.8%) 

2010  317 95 1 221 (69.7%) 111 (35.0%) 29 (9.1%) 

2011 (to 01/09/2011) 207 30 57 120 (58.0%) 72 (34.8%) 11 (5.3%) 

The values in columns 6 and 7 are included in the values in Column 5. 

• 2011 will be the final year during which symposium issues will be published 
with 250 pp. gratis. From now on, unless suitable and strong motivation to 
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retain an allocation of 250 pp. is provided in advance, just 200 pp. will be 
granted to each symposium publishing its proceedings in the Journal.  

• The delayed Deep Sea symposium publication was published in January 2011 
under a page-budget amnesty granted by Oxford University Press, 
essentially boosting the Journal’s publication output for 2011 by 173 pp. and 
one full issue extra, at no cost to ICES or the shared account, the total cost 
overrun being absorbed generously by OUP.  

• A new page budget of 1950 pp. annually [three symposia (= 750 pp.) and six 
standard issues (= 1200 pp.)] came into effect, and is predicted to be filled in 
2011, but with no manuscript backlog. The balance will change to 600 pp. 
symposia and 1350 pp. standard issue manuscripts from 2012. 

• As predicted by Oxford University Press last year, the recent increase in 
pages (and manuscripts) published put downward pressure on the Journal’s 
impact factor, which dropped slightly, although the ranking of the Journal 
among its main competitors remained high, and unchanged.  

• The decision was made in 2011 to maintain the Journal’s page budget at 1950 
pp. for 2012. This decision for 2012 may have to be revisited if the submission 
rate continues to burgeon, unless the rejection rate is raised further.  

• The first five-year phase of the publishing contract ends in December 2011, 
and a renewed five-year contract with OUP is under negotiation. 

• Processing of all manuscripts delivered to OUP has proceeded smoothly, 
overseen by the Production and Publishing editors assigned to the Journal, 
and the company’s ongoing support on technical issues arising from the 
ScholarOne electronic submission and processing system has been 
exemplary.  

• In 2011, three symposium issues have been published already in addition to 
the one delayed from 2010 [Issues Confronting the Deep Oceans: the 
Economic, Scientific, and Governance Challenges and Opportunities of 
Working in the Deep Sea, held in Faial, the Azores, Portugal, April 2009 (173 
pp.)]. These three are the International Symposium on Remote Sensing and 
Fisheries, held in Kochi, India, in February 2010 (162 pp.), the Symposium on 
Climate Change Effects on Fish and Fisheries: Forecasting Impacts, Assessing 
Ecosystem Responses, and Evaluating Management Strategies, held in 
Sendai, Japan, in April 2010 (390 pp.), and the Symposium on Making the 
Most of Fisheries Information – Underpinning Policy, Management and 
Science, held in Galway, Ireland, August 2010 (233 pp.). 

• The total number of pages (standard and symposium) produced in ICES 
Journal volume 68 of 2011 (~2258 pp.) will be very close to the record set in 
2009 (2275 pp., when there was a Supplement), an overrun of 200 pp., the 
result of the increased page budget this year plus the delayed and OUP-
authorized delayed (to 2011) Symposium issue published 

• The success of ScholarOne is exemplified by the fact that three of the four 
ICES-associated symposia taking place during 2011 and destined for 
publication in the Journal have decided to adopt ScholarOne as the operating 
and tracking mechanism. Experience with the first symposium trialled this 
way, the Symposium on Climate Change Effects on Fish and Fisheries, was 
positive from all sides, namely the Journal handling editor, the Publisher, and 
the guest editors. One of the reasons for this support was the assignment by 
Oxford University Press of extra virtual office resource for symposia. That 
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extra resource was both swiftly reactive to minor problems that arose and 
hugely supportive of the initiative, taking technical problems associated with 
symposia away from the already fully committed SL. The same extra 
resource has been granted to the three symposia following that modus 
operandi in 2011; only the Salmon at Sea symposium of October 2012 will be 
managed outside ScholarOne in 2011 once the earlier Collecting/interpreting 
Fishery-Dependent Data is complete, and we recommend that all future 
symposia be managed through the electronic route.  

• The ScholarOne submission and processing system is now virtually second 
nature to most Journal editors, and the occasional technical issues and 
concerns that arise are swiftly addressed, generally by SL in the Journal 
virtual office, in terms of symposia by the OUP contract editorial support 
staff, and occasionally by Oxford University Press’ own technical staff. 
Perhaps the most frustrating effect has been that, despite the ability to 
personalize messages, the third-party means of inviting reviewers does tend 
to generate more refusals, “no replies” and delayed or simple failure to 
deliver promised reviews than previously, so the system still seems to have a 
certain inflexibility that can cause frustration when editors, authors, and 
reviewers are working at speed. 

• The rate of submission of approved manuscripts by editors to proofing has 
declined since the new standards and size limits were introduced in April, to 
~9 or 10 standard issue manuscripts in total per month. 

• The Editor-in-Chief took on the dozen or so active manuscripts under the 
control of JWR when he was unfortunately forced by ill-health to resign his 
position in early July. That extra workload for the Editor-in-Chief was partly 
mitigated by the other editors taking on more assignments thereafter, 
releasing the Editor-in-Chief from many new standard issue assignments. 

The ICES JMS editing process: a summary 

• A record total of 317 standard issue mss was submitted in 2010, and as of 
September 2011, the annual submission is predicted to be slightly more than 
that for 2011.  

• Two more Comment and counter-Comment papers on already-published 
work are being processed and likely published either during late 2011 or 
early 2012, allowing authors with differing views to air their opinion, based 
on their own data. Both Comment and counter-Comment papers are 
reviewed to the same rigorous standard as other papers in the Journal.  

Symposia 

• Assignments to ICES JMS editors are now spread equitably across the team 
(see Table 1), each editor taking an assignment every 2 or 3 years. One 
Supplement arising from a 2011 symposium is scheduled for publication in 
2012, raising the number of publishing slots for symposium issues for that 
year to four. Currently, few symposia have been motivated for publication in 
the Journal in 2013 or 2014, an unusual shortage given recent trends for a 
surfeit of motivations for symposia, and one that needs to be visited by 
SCICOM and its subservient bodies.   
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• Assignment of and acceptance to publish symposium issues is decided by 
SCICOM, on which one of the editors sits in his capacity as chair of 
PUBCOM. 

• Of the symposia currently being handled, none are yet definitely anticipated 
to yield a bumper issue of more than the gratis 250 pp. (dropping soon to 200 
pp.), although there are indications that the Climate Effects Supplement 
might (but it is still early days to forecast its total pages). The Zooplankton 
Symposium issue delivered a disappointing 19 papers, so given even a 
modest rejection rate on that number, it will certainly be a slim issue. Papers 
from the Hydrobiological Variability Symposium and the Climate Effects 
Symposium (the latter a Supplement) are at the time of writing flowing into 
the system and being dealt with by the assigned in-house editors and guest 
editors.  

• Some ICES symposia do yield more citations than standard issue 
manuscripts, but that statement is not true for all ICES symposia, nor for all 
standard issue manuscripts. Notwithstanding that statement, we repeat our 
opinion of last year that factors other than citation rate (Impact Factor) need 
to be taken into account when ICES considers its Journal publishing policy for 
symposium issues. Such issues as relevance to ICES work and advice, and 
topicality to ICES Member countries do need to be considered carefully too, 
though it is always advisable that there be a strong link with ICES processes 
and staff from early on in the symposium publication process.  

Processing times and schedules 

• Most manuscripts accepted by editors are now published in the 12 months 
following initial submission. 

• Most symposia now meet the target turn-around period from symposium to 
hard-copy publication of 13 months. Very occasionally that target is beaten, 
but doing so is difficult for all concerned, and there are still some symposium 
conveners and/or guest editors who find it hard to meet the established 
guideline time-frames for each aspect of symposium production, leading to 
lateness of delivery (see Table 1). 

• Oxford University Press has maintained an exemplary speed of publishing 
from the date the manuscript was released by the Editor-in-Chief or in-house 
Journal editor assigned to symposia to electronic publication. The backlog in 
proofs having been cleared by March 2011, we have recently been in the 
position of being able to fast-track some quality works to be able to meet the 
publishing schedules regarding copy.   

• Reviewer delays or review non-delivery still cause the processing of some 
manuscripts to be slow, as also do author delays in revising texts. The former 
are addressed through automatic and personal reminders along with editor 
solicitation of other reviews, and the latter generally through editor contact 
with authors, which sometimes leads to a motivation for more time to be 
granted. We note that it is no longer unusual to have to request reviews from 
up to 10 potential reviewers to meet our target of a minimum of two quality 
reviews per manuscript. 

• The regularity of publication of issues is controlled by a planned and strictly 
adhered to publishing cycle and deadlines, and issues appeared exactly two 
months apart from the beginning of 2011. Our planned cover months for 
standard issues are now strictly January, March, May, July, September, and 
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November, and symposium issues or Supplements are released concurrently 
with the release of a standard issue, to rationalize distribution costs. 

General 

• SL’s virtual office for the ICES Journal and the OUP office covering 
ScholarOne issues are working closely and harmoniously, and so too is the 
OUP-assigned contractor tasked with handling the symposium issue(s) 
mentioned above. SL is gradually becoming even more adept at using the 
system for tracking and statistics generation, and has recently taken on the 
role of mentoring a young lady in the ICES office to take some weight off his 
ICES-overburdened shoulders.  

• Month-on-month management of manuscripts submitted by the editors to 
Oxford University Press and their assignment to issues is still through a 
monthly spreadsheet system produced for the Editor-in-Chief by or through 
the OUP Production Editor. 

• The Guidelines for Authors, for Conveners, and for Guest Editors, and the 
Word List of Journal style and common usage, are regulated and occasionally 
updated by BA, and re-uploaded to the ICES website, to which the 
Publisher’s website has a link.  

• The Editor-in-Chief and editors continue to operate under formal contracts 
with ICES, the former signed by the General Secretary, the others by the 
Editor-in-Chief. The new Editor-in-Chief takes up his position formally at the 
end of the year, but informally with a gradual take-over of responsibilities 
from the current Editor-in-Chief after the Annual Science Conference. One 
editor’s contract ends in December 2011, and decisions will also need to be 
made at the latest by early 2012 about the contracts of the three editors whose 
current contract ends in December 2012 (VT, BT, RS; the subject will be aired 
at the editors’ meeting at the ASC in Gdańsk). Likewise and as stressed 
above, an early decision will need to be made on a potential replacement on 
the editor team for the retired JWR, and if necessary appropriate advertising 
done. 

• The formal Mission Statement for the Journal, agreed by PUBCOM, SCICOM, 
and ICES, is now in place and regularly forms the basis for publication 
decisions. 

Future developments 

• The ICES/OUP publishing contract ends in December 2011, and BA (on 
behalf of ICES) and the Publishing Editor at OUP have been actively 
renegotiating it with a view to meeting the needs of both sides of the 
partnership. Oxford University Press is in the opinion of all editors the most 
appropriate publishing partner for ICES at this point in time. 

• The annual page budget (see Figure 2) has risen notably since 1991 when the 
Journal du Conseil was renamed as the ICES Journal of Marine Science and a 
partnership between ICES and a commercial publisher was entered into, but 
during that time there have been several periods when there was no page-
budget increase at all for several years. The situation now is that there has 
been an increase in annual page budget of 150 pages (from 2011) and a 
reduction in the number of pages allocated to symposia, from 250 pp. to 200 
pp. (from 2012). It is the opinion of the editors on the basis of the backlog that 
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arose suddenly as submissions burgeoned out of kilter with the page budget 
that careful consideration needs to be given as to whether such a moratorium 
on page budget increases for several years is in ICES’ best interests. 
Succinctly, if future growth in submission numbers is predicted, 
consideration might usefully be given to making a small annual increase in 
page budget rather than stepwise adjustments with long periods of five or six 
years in between. However, if the policy is to increase rejection rates further 
to maintain or grow the Impact Factor, then a stable page budget would be 
the most appropriate vehicle to achieve both. In any case, the subject needs to 
be revisited annually on the basis of up-to-date statistics and ICES policy 
decisions, and OUP’s input on the basis of publishing trends will be very 
useful in this regard. 

• The cost of the Journal to subscribers will rise very slightly in 2012 in line with 
worldwide cost escalation and fluctuating exchange rates, but the total 
predicted page budget (1950 pp.) will stay the same as in 2011, without the 
bonus of an extra issue (though in 2012 there will be a supplement, as already 
stated). Therefore, the number of scheduled annual issues (six standard, three 
symposia) will not change; this balance seems to be appropriate for ICES, 
although the current scarcity of new symposium and ICES Journal 
publication motivations currently might require a change in thinking on this 
balance in future. 

• With the standard of manuscripts published being on an upward trajectory 
and the Journal’s Impact Factor remaining on an overall upward trend 
(though down slightly this year – see above), the Journal remains a sought 
outlet of marine scientists worldwide.  

• With gratifyingly no backlog of proofs awaiting publication now, both the 
Editor-in-Chief and the Publisher are watching the situation closely to 
preclude such an eventuality arising again in future. Unsurprisingly, some 
editors reject more manuscripts than others, but all editors are applying both 
fairness and rigour to their decision-making. For now, though, we resist the 
idea of setting a monthly quota (per editor or in total) for accepted 
manuscripts for delivery to the Publisher, knowing that some editors are 
more willing than others to invest time in bringing to publication standard 
material of good scientific quality but questionable grammatical quality. 

• Along with a very high quality of hard copy publication, in our opinion one 
of the best among our competitors, colour artwork, currently one figure gratis 
per author per manuscript, cumulative per issue, is of excellent standard, and 
there has been no recent need to seek author funding for exceeding the gratis 
colour allocation within an issue, except related to two symposia (which 
themselves covered the extra colour costs) over the past three years. 

• Consistency in format and standard of artwork and tabular material, and 
indeed of text and references, is a target at submission stage, but SL at the 
virtual office still has to devote more time than he would wish to alerting 
submitting authors to the need to adhere to the Author Guidelines, especially 
on word length and number of references! The ICES Journal reference style 
has since June 2010 been listed on Endnote, but there are still quite a few 
authors who currently use older versions of that software, not realizing that 
they need to update their own software for Endnote to be fully effective in 
applying their works to Journal format. 
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• Regrettably, finding available, willing, and competent reviewers for 
submitted material remains probably the most challenging aspect of an 
editor’s work, and although all authors suggest for consideration as 
reviewers the names of appropriate scientists not connected with the work, 
having no conflict of interest or recent personal relationships with authors, 
there is still an inevitable difficulty in soliciting reviews. There seems too to 
be an increasing trend for the reviewers suggested either to be assigned the 
wrong contact address or for them simply to ignore or refuse an invitation to 
review issued by an editor. 

• The Journal maintains a fixed three-month period for an author to revise 
his/her manuscript after review, although extensions are granted for sound 
reasons. Table 3 shows how successful we have been in enforcing this since 
we implemented the three-month turn-around formally.  

Some statistics 

• The fate of standard-issue manuscripts submitted to the Journal in recent 
years is shown in Table 3 (as per 01/09/2011, with almost all the contents of 
Volume 68 known). The overall rejection rate, i.e. primary and after review, 
plus withdrawals, remains at just over 50% (but has been rising year on year; 
in 2010, though one manuscript is still pending, it was nearly 70%), and of the 
manuscripts accepted for publication, nearly 90% are published in the same 
calendar year or that following the year of submission. Such a turn-around 
time, despite our recent backlog in hard-copy publication, is as good as any 
of our competitors, and is likely impossible to shorten further. 

Table 3. Status review of manuscripts submitted, 2005–2011 (per 01/09/11). Note that “t” in this table 
is calendar year, not the 12 months after submission. 

YEAR 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 TOTAL  2011 

Submitted 181 222 232 262a 313b 317c 1527  207d 

Rejected 72 112 111 101 158 221 775 51% 120 

Pending 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.1% 57 

Accepted 109 110 121 161 155 95 751 49% 30 
          

PUBLISHED IN YEAR          

 t 8 12 34 36 18 7 115 15% 10 

 t + 1 79 87 85 106 119 78 554 74%  

 t + 2 22 11 1 19 18 0 71 10%  

 t + 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0%  

 t + 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%  

With OUP 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 1% 20 

a The total count was 264, but two papers were unsubmitted before they were actioned. 
b The total count was 317, but four papers were unsubmitted before they were actioned. 
c The total count was 382; two papers were unsubmitted and two withdrawn before being actioned, and 61 
submissions belong to the Climate Change Effects symposium. 
d The total count is 267; 5 new submissions are awaiting first decision and 55 submissions belong to the three 
symposium issues (Ecosystem Variability [BT], Zooplankton [AP], and ESSAS [AG]) being handled through 
ScholarOne. Six papers withdrawn before being actioned are counted as rejected.  

• Values that do not show in these statistics relate to manuscripts turned away 
during what has become known as a pre-screening process. The Editor-in-
Chief nowadays has some 30 or so manuscripts or part-manuscripts sent to 
him annually for comment on suitability prior to formal submission through 
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ScholarOne. Most of those (~75%) are deemed unsuitable and authors are 
advised not to submit, so do not influence the formal statistics on Journal 
publication rates,  but such pre-screening has unfortunately added to the 
Editor-in-Chief’s workload since the rejection rate was increased in early 
2010. 

• Times to acceptance and to hard-copy publication have now generally 
stabilized (Table 4), and there is little opportunity or need for further 
reduction. There are slow or fast turn-around times for individual 
manuscripts, but the mean time from submission to final hard copy is <12 
months, although the time from submission to electronic publication tends to 
be on average approximately two months quicker.  

Table 4. Summary statistics of first submission to hard copy printing times in the ICES Journal, 
2008–2010. 

PARAMETERS AND PUBLICATION YEAR 
(AND VOLUME) 

TIME LAPSE (MONTHS) 

SUBMISSION TO 
ACCEPTANCE 

ACCEPTANCE TO PUBLISH 
(HARD COPY) 

SUBMISSION TO PUBLISH 
(HARD COPY) 

HIGHS    

2008 (Volume 65) 28 8 33 

2009 (Volume 66) 19 9 23 

2010 (Volume 67) 14 10 20 
    

LOWS    

2008 (Volume 65) 0.0 1.3 1.4 

2009 (Volume 66) 0.0 1.7 2.0 

2010 (Volume 67) 0.1 2.4 2.6 
    

AVERAGES    

2008 (Volume 65) 7.4 3.9 11.3 

2009 (Volume 66) 6.3 4.3 10.6 

2010 (Volume 67) 6.2 6.1 12.3 
    

MEAN 2008–2010 6.6 4.8 11.4 

• Notwithstanding the effect the few outlying slow (or backlogged, in late 2009 
and all of 2010) manuscripts have on the overall average publishing times in 
Table 4, a high percentage of the manuscripts submitted to the Journal are 
published well within 12 months; note that “t” in Table 3 is calendar year, not 
the 12 months after submission. Given that editors and reviewers have a 
finite amount of time to devote to their task, even electronic submission and 
handling cannot shorten the process further. Since taking on the publishing 
contract, Oxford University Press has turned around material from 
submission (to them) to proof nearly always inside 15 working days, an 
outstanding performance. 

• The commonest reasons for delays in publication are slowness in generating 
competent reviews (so that editors can accept, accept with revision, or 
otherwise reject), and authors not revising and resubmitting their 
manuscripts in good time. Neither excuse has lessened in frequency over the 
past few years. 

• The distribution of papers submitted for consideration for standard issues of 
the Journal by subject area, type of affiliation of lead author, and country for 
2004–2010 is given in Table 5. Classification of multidisciplinary papers to a 
subject area is not straightforward, but broadly, the recent resurgence in the 
number of Ecosystems/Environmental and Oceanography papers submitted 
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was gratifyingly maintained into 2010. The increase in the number of 
submitted papers classified as “Others” in both 2009 and 2010 reflects the 
continuing trend for more genetic and socio-economic papers to be submitted 
to the Journal. Of course, accepted papers are not necessarily distributed 
according to the spread shown in Table 5, because some papers felt to be 
more appropriate to related journals are routinely redirected (i.e. rejected at 
source). The spread of disciplines covered by manuscripts submitted in 2010 
matches the formally agreed aims and scope of the Journal. 

• The proportion of papers submitted in 2010 with lead authors affiliated to 
government institutes, including intergovernmental organizations and 
agencies, dropped yet again, and now for the first time since these records 
were kept, the proportion received from academia (as lead author) was 
superior to the proportion received from State organizations (Table 5). This is 
an interesting development and in our opinion reflects a tendency these days 
to push PhDs and young researchers, generally with university affiliation, to 
the front in the increasing number of cooperative projects being carried out. 
Also, in the times of financial austerity in which we live worldwide, it may 
well be that publishing science is becoming less possible in State 
organizations. It will be interesting to see if that trend continues in future.  

• Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Norway, Portugal, Spain, the UK, and 
the USA were the main Member Country contributors of standard issue 
manuscripts to the ICES Journal in 2010, the first time that Germany has so 
featured. The main non-ICES countries submitting standard issue material to 
the Journal in 2010 were the usual ones: Australia, China, India, Italy, Japan, 
(South) Korea, and South Africa, but as always, Australian submissions 
dominated that group, their numbers individually exceeding in 2010 the 
number submitted by all ICES countries except Spain, the UK, and the USA.  

• Detail of which countries publish in, rather than submit to, the ICES Journal, 
is provided in parenthesis in Table 5, but the values listed are inclusive in this 
case of both symposium and standard issues. It is clear that in terms of 
overall publication rates, the ICES community dominates publication in the 
Journal to a greater degree than it does submissions (i.e. that the rejection rate 
of non-ICES country manuscripts is greater than that of ICES countries), and 
that occasional spikes by certain countries in some years are underpinned by 
extended presence at and submission of papers to symposia relevant to 
topical research interests in their own country. The rejection rate of countries 
such as China and India remains notably very high (many receiving primary 
rejection as a consequence of unsuitability or limited grammatical 
understandability). Notwithstanding, it is worth noting that the success rates 
of Japanese manuscripts has always been much better than those of either 
China or India, despite likely having the same difficulties with grammatical 
presentation. Note too that the parenthesized values for 2010 do not yet 
reflect the fate of all manuscripts submitted in 2010; some of those will be (or 
have been already) published in 2011, for which publication statistics have 
not been compiled, or possibly in early 2012.  

• We conclude that despite the high publishing and scientific standards 
targeted in its upward-directed rejection rate, the Journal remains widely read 
inside and outside the ICES family, with more than 30% of submissions and 
20% or so of published papers annually coming from non-ICES countries. 

 



Meeting Documents 2011  |  19 

 

Table 5. Number of standard issue manuscripts submitted, 2004–2010, by subject area and country (* 
affiliation of lead author), and (italics in parenthesis) the total number of standard, symposium, and 
supplement manuscripts published by country. 

 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

BY SUBJECT AREA        
  Ecosystems/Environment 32 24 33 40 50 61 54 

  Oceanography 20 13 15 9 12 11 17 

  Distribution studies 24 13 20 26 21 33 32 

  Fisheries acoustics 25 17 21 25 15 33 24 

  Fisheries biology 32 35 39 23 50 36 48 

  Fisheries management 49 34 36 55 58 63 74 

  Population theory 28 24 36 41 38 36 30 

  Others 18 21 22 13 20 40 38 

  Total 228 181 222 232 264 313 317 

Government institutes* 142 108 130 137 150 160 155 

Universities* 86 73 92 95 114 153 162 
        

BY COUNTRY*        

ICES Countries 172 (114) 124 (143) 143 (137) 159 (155) 187 (148) 207 (204) 198 (162) 

  Belgium 2 (0) 1 (0) 8 (3) 2 (5) 0 (1) 2 (0) 2 (0) 

  Canada 17 (11) 13 (22) 8 (10) 13 (12) 14 (16) 15 (19) 12 (16) 

  Denmark 8 (5) 5 (9) 4 (3) 10 (8) 8 (7) 14 (9) 12 (13) 

  Estonia 2 (0) 0 (1) 0 (0) 2 (1) 1 (0) 1 (0) 0 (2) 

  Finland 4 (4) 3 (3) 3 (3) 6 (4) 1 (2) 2 (1) 2 (0) 

  France 16 (12) 8 (16) 13 (9) 8 (12) 8 (7) 17 (13) 15 (16) 

  Germany 8 (4) 3 (9) 4 (4) 3 (4) 4 (2) 8 (7) 12 (7) 

  Iceland 5 (2) 4 (2) 6 (7) 7 (4) 6 (2) 3 (4) 8 (2) 

  Ireland 5 (1) 4 (2) 3 (4) 3 (2) 3 (3) 5 (4) 10 (2) 

  Latvia 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Lithuania 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Netherlands 1 (2) 3 (3) 5 (1) 8 (11) 9 (4) 8 (9) 4 (11) 

  Norway 23 (18) 16 (11) 18 (35) 20 (20) 19 (19) 16 (27) 14 (7) 

  Poland 4 (0) 2 (3) 5 (2)  0 (1) 2 (1) 2 (1) 5 (0) 

  Portugal 4 (1) 7 (3) 8 (1) 15 (3) 15 (5) 19 (9) 11 (9) 

  Russia 6 (0) 0 (5) 1 (2)  0 (0) 6 (0) 2 (3) 2 (4) 

  Spain 17 (11) 10 (8) 14 (11) 14 (5) 20 (19) 31 (15) 23 (23) 

  Sweden 4 (4) 6 (2) 6 (2) 6 (6) 3 (0) 3 (4) 4 (2) 

  United Kingdom 28 (20) 17 (21) 15 (18) 16 (30) 29 (27) 23 (29) 21 (17) 

  United States of America 17 (19) 22 (23) 30 (22) 26 (27) 39 (33) 36 (50) 41 (31) 
        

Other countries 56 (31) 57 (23) 79 (35) 73 (45) 77 (49) 106 (61) 119 (37) 

  Algeria    1 (0) 0 (1) 0 (1) 0 (0) 

  Angola      1 (0) 1 (1) 

  Argentina 1 (2) 3 (0) 4 (3) 3 (2) 1 (2) 3 (1) 4 (0) 

  Australia 3 (6) 11 (4) 7 (7) 15 (8) 15 (11) 17 (20) 20 (8) 

  Azerbaijan  2 (0) 0 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Brazil 8 (2) 4 (2) 0 (0) 6 (1) 1 (2) 6 (0) 4 (3) 

  Bulgaria 1 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
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  Chile 6 (3) 1 (0) 5 (2) 3 (2) 2 (3) 3 (0) 4 (0) 

  China 2 (0) 5 (1) 10 (2) 5 (2) 9 (3) 8 (2) 12 (0) 

  Colombia       1 (0) 

  Costa Rica       1 (0) 

  Croatia 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 

  Egypt 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 

  Equador      1 (0) 0 (0) 

  French Polynesia 1 (0) 0 (0) 1 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Ghana     0 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Greece 3 (1) 4 (1) 4 (3) 4 (3) 4 (1) 3 (1) 0 (2) 

  Hungary      1 (0) 0 (0) 

  India 1 (0) 2 (0) 3 (0) 1 (1) 4 (0) 8 (0) 17 (0) 

  Indonesia     1 (0) 0 (1) 0 (0) 

  Iran 1 (0) 0 (0) 3 (1) 1 (1) 3 (0) 1 (0) 5 (0) 

  Iraq       2 (0) 

  Israel 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 2 (5) 0 (1) 0 (0) 

  Italy 5 (6) 5 (3) 7 (2) 7 (4) 7 (5) 14 (5) 13 (5) 

  Ivory Coast   1 (0) 1 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Japan 8 (5) 4 (2) 8 (4) 5 (5) 4 (3) 8 (8) 5 (5) 

  Kazakhstan   2 (0) 0 (0) 0 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Korea 2 (0) 1 (1) 3 (1) 1 (0) 2 (1) 3 (2) 7 (1) 

  Kuwait 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Malaysia 1 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 1 (1) 0 (1) 1 (0) 

  Maldives 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Mexico 0 (0) 1 (2) 2 (0) 3 (1) 1 (1) 1 (0) 0 (2) 

  Morocco  1 (0) 1 (0) 0 (1) 1 (0) 1 (1) 0 (0) 

  New Caledonia     1 (0) 0 (3) 2 (0) 

  New Zealand 3 (2) 2 (3) 2 (2) 2 (4) 1 (2) 5 (2) 0 (3) 

  Nigeria 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 

  Oman       1 (0) 

  Pakistan 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Peru 0 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 2 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Philippines     0 (1) 0 (0) 1 (0) 

  Senegal 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  Slovenia     1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

  South Africa 4 (0) 3 (4) 6 (2) 3 (7) 8 (2) 5 (7) 4 (6) 

  Sri Lanka   1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (0) 

  Switzerland      1 (0) 0 (0) 

  Taiwan 1 (1) 3 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (2) 7 (3) 1 (1) 

  Thailand  1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (1) 2 (0) 

  Tunisia   1 (0) 1 (0) 1 (0) 1 (0) 2 (0) 

  Turkey 1 (2) 2 (0) 4 (1) 5 (2) 3 (0) 4 (1) 3 (0) 

  United Arab Emirates  2 (0) 0 (2) 1 (0) 0 (1) 1 (0) 0 (0) 

  Uruguay 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0) 

  Viet Nam      1 (0) 0 (0) 
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ICES CM 2011/Pub:02 

ICES Cooperative Research Report series 
Series Editor’s Report 2011 

Emory D. Anderson 

The following numbers in the ICES Cooperative Research Report series have been 
published since ICES Annual Science Conference 2010. 

C. Res. 2008/1/LRC16 

No. 306. Life-cycle spatial patterns of small pelagic fish in the Northeast Atlantic, 
edited by Pierre Petitgas. October 2010. 94 pp. 

C. Res. 2008/1/OCC03 

No. 307. ICES Zooplankton Status Report 2008/2009, edited by Todd D. O’Brien, 
Peter H. Wiebe, and Steve Hay. May 2011. 152 pp. 

C. Res. 2008/1/MHC11 

No. 308. Sediment dynamics in relation to sediment trend monitoring. May 2011. 34 
pp. 

C. Res. 2008/1/OCC02 

No. 309 ICES Report on Ocean Climate 2010, edited by Sarah L. Hughes, N. Penny 
Holliday, and Agnieszka Beszczynska-Möller. August 2011. 69 pp. 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGEF10 

No. 310. ICES Report on Climate Change, edited by Philip C. Reid and Luis Valdés. 
September 2011. 267 pp. 

Concern was expressed at the PUBCOM 2010 at the large number and volume of 
outstanding resolutions (~ twice the annual production capacity), for which no response 
has been received from contributors. As a result, PUBCOM recommended that all 
outstanding resolutions prior to 2008 should be given a six-month timeline for 
completion, otherwise the resolution would be considered to have lapsed and would 
require reapplication. Resolutions from 2008 onward would be afforded a two-year 
timeline from the date of the resolution, after which the resolution would lapse. To 
address the issue in future, and with immediate effect, newly submitted resolutions 
would be evaluated and ranked in terms of their relevance to the Science and Advisory 
Plans, and recommendations for acceptance linked to capacity. The latter was 
considered particularly important in order to balance the activities of the publication 
group at the Secretariat. 

The following resolutions from before 2008 were not submitted within the above six-
month timeline and are considered to have lapsed: 

C. Res. 2003/1F01 

The report on chemicals used in mariculture, compiled and edited by D. J. 
Alderman (UK), P. Smith (Ireland), I. M. Davies (UK), and K. Haya (Canada). 

C. Res. 2007/1ACOM06 

The report on rapid response guidelines, compiled and edited by Judith Pederson 
(USA). 

The following resolutions from 2008, which were given a two-year timeline from the 
date of resolution, have either not been submitted to the Secretariat or the authors have 
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not responded to Secretariat reminders, and should be considered to have lapsed unless 
otherwise indicated. 

C. Res. 2008/1/OCC04 

The report on decline and recovery of cod stocks throughout the North Atlantic, 
including tropho-dynamic effects, edited by Keith Brander (Denmark). 

C. Res. 2008/1/OCC05 

The report on the integration of environmental information into fisheries 
management strategies and advice, edited by Manuel Barange (UK) and John 
Simmonds (UK). 

C. Res. 2008/1/LRC17 

The report on cephalopods in Europe: species reviews, edited by members of 
WGCEPH. Note: the Secretariat has been informed by the lead author that further work and 
editing is still required. It is suggested that this be retained on the list of pending CRRs, and 
that a new resolution or deadline be agreed. 

C. Res. 2008/1/OCC20 

The report on a new climatology of surface and nearbed temperature and salinity of 
the North-West European Shelf, as prepared by Barbara Berx (UK) and Sarah 
Hughes (UK).  

Manuscripts for the following approved resolutions have not yet been submitted to the 
Secretariat. 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGESST02 

The report on fish pots, edited by Bjarti Thomsen, (Faroe Islands) and Michael Pol 
(USA). 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGESST03 

The report on fisheries optical technologies, edited by Eirik Tenningen (Norway) 
and James H. Churnside (USA). 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGESST04 

The report on the avoidance of fish to research vessels, edited by François Gerlotto 
(France) and Julia Parrish (USA). 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGEF12 

Contributed reports on climate impacts on marine ecosystems edited by Keith 
Brander (Denmark) and Anthony Richardson (Australia). Note: the authors have asked 
that this publication be cancelled. 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGEF13 

The report on best practice for marine mammal and seabird bycatch observer 
schemes, edited by Simon Northridge (UK) and NN (NAMMCO). 

C. Res. 2009/1/SSGEF14 

The report on the ICES/GLOBEC Workshop on Long Term Variability in SW 
Europe, edited by Maria-Fatima Borges (Portugal), Jürgen Alheit (Germany), Alicia 
Lavin (Spain), and Andrés Uriarte (Spain). 
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C. Res. 2010/1/SSGHIE01 

The report on the Effects of Marine Sediments on the Marine Environment, edited 
by David Carlin (UK). 

C. Res. 2010/1/ACOM02 

A report on Framework for surveillance and monitoring of marine mammals within 
the ICES area, edited by S. Murphy (UK), G. Pierce (UK), E. Pinn (UK). Note: this 
may be published in the TIMES series. 

C. Res. 2010/1/SSGSUE04 

The report on the evaluation of assessment and management strategies of the 
western herring stocks, edited by Emma Hatfield (UK). 

C. Res. 2010/1/ACOM05 

A report on the history of ACFM, edited by Kjartan Hoydal (NEAFC), Fred Serchuk 
(USA), et al. 

C. Res. 2010/1/SSGHIE06 

A report on Harmful Algal Blooms and bio-toxins in the ICES area, edited by 
Richard Gowen (UK). 
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ICES CM 2011/Pub:03 

ICES Techniques in Marine Environmental Sciences 
Series Editor’s Report 2011 

Paul Keizer 

New Publications 

There have been no new manuscripts published in the ICES Techniques in Marine 
Environmental Sciences series since ICES Annual Science Conference 2010. 

Pending Publications 

As of August 2011, only two new manuscripts have been received for publication. 

The manuscript “Guidelines for passive sampling of hydrophobic contaminants in 
water using silicone strip samplers” by Foppe Smedes and Kees Booij was received in 
July 2011. Comments from an independent reviewer and the editor have been 
forwarded to the authors and the authors’ response is expected in early September. 

The manuscript “Biological effects of contaminants: Receptor H4IIE-Luciferase (DR-
Luc) cell bioassay for screening of dioxins and/or dioxin-like compounds in 
environmental samples” by C. A. Schipper, P. E. G. Leonards, H. J. C. Klamer, K. V. 
Thomas, and A. D. Vethaak was received in May 2011. The WGBEC publication 
coordinator, Ricardo Beiras, is arranging for an independent review of the manuscript. 

Outstanding – long term 

The following resolutions were approved in 2009 but manuscripts have not been 
received to date. 

2009/1/SSGHIE05 

Guidance for monitoring polychlorinated dibenzodioxanes and furans (PCDD/Fs) 
and planar chlorinated biphenyls (CBs) in marine biota and sediment. The 
estimated number of pages is 20. The MCWG lead is Katrin Vorkamp. 

New delivery date received from Katrin Vorkamp on 3 July 2011 is 1 October 2011. 

2009/1/SSGHIE07  

Permission is requested to publish the method for determining “Alkylphenol 
metabolites in fish bile” by Jonny Beyer (Norway). This manuscript has been 
identified as a requirement by the ICES Working Group on Biological Effects of 
Contaminants (WGBEC). The estimated number of pages is 25. ICES WGBEC agrees 
to submit the final draft of the proposed publication by 31 March 2010. 

As of 24 July, the manuscript was complete and had been reviewed by WGBEC, but 
its whereabous are unknown. 

2009/1/SSGHIE08  

Permission is requested to publish the method for determining “Reproductive 
Success in Eelpout” by Jakob Strand (Denmark). This manuscript has been 
identified as a requirement by the ICES Working Group on Biological Effects of 
Contaminants (WGBEC). The estimated number of pages is 25.  

A new deadline of 1 March 2012 was received on 24 June. 

2009/1/SSGHIE09  



Meeting Documents 2011  | 25 

 

Permission is requested to publish the method for “Sea Urchin Embryo Bioassay” 
by Ricardo Beiras (Spain). This manuscript has been identified as a requirement by 
the ICES Working Group on Biological Effects of Contaminants (WGBEC). The 
estimated number of pages is 25. ICES WGBEC agrees to submit the final draft of 
the proposed publication by 31 March 2010. 

No document has been received to date. 

The following resolution was approved in 2010, but the manuscript has not been 
received to date. 

2010/1/SSGHIE03  

Permission is requested to publish the report on the Fish Disease Index (FDI) by W. 
Wosniok and T. Lang (Germany), as reviewed and approved by the Chair of the 
WGPDMO. The estimated number of pages is 50.  

The Working Group on the Pathology and Diseases of Marine Organisms agrees to 
submit the final draft of the proposed publication by 1 April 2011. A reminder was 
sent on 19 August, but no reply has been received. 

Comments 

This year has been particularly quiet with respect to the submission of new 
manuscripts. In addition to the outstanding manuscripts noted above, there are 
numerous manuscripts in the development stage in the BEWG and MCWG in 
particular. I can only surmise that the delay in receiving these manuscripts is the result 
of workload issues for the authors. Ideally, more manuscripts will be submitted in 2012, 
but it is hoped that all of the potential submissions, there are eight from WGBEC alone, 
will not arrive at once. 

Regretfully, I am not able to attend the PUBCOM meeting in Gdańsk, but I look forward 
to attending the 2012 meeting in Bergen. 
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ICES CM 2011/Pub:04 

ICES Identification Leaflets for Diseases 
Editor’s Report 2011 

Stephen W. Feist 

These leaflets provide a diagnostic summary for diseases and parasites of fish and 
shellfish in the North Atlantic Ocean and adjacent seas. Fifty‐six leaflets are currently 
available on the ICES website: http://www.ices.dk/products/idleaflets.asp. Proposed 
new leaflets are listed below. Discussions at the 2011 ICES WGPDMO meeting did not 
identify any new leaflets. 

No. Title  Lead author  

No. 57  Gonadal neoplasia in bivalves  T. Renault (drafted) 

No. 59  Brown ring disease in clams  C. Paillard (drafted) 

No. 60  Juvenile oyster disease  S. Ford (submitted) 

No. 61  Liver neoplasia in flatfish  S. Feist (in prep) 

No. 62  Hyperpigmentation in dab  T. Lang (in prep) 

Three previous leaflets on Perkinsus marinus, MSX, and SSO in oysters (Nos. 30, 38, and 
39) have now replaced the previous versions. No. 60 on “Juvenile oyster disease” has 
been completed and submitted to ICES for initial formatting. No. 61 is currently in 
preparation with all the material needed for its completion in place. Submission to ICES 
is expected to be before the end of October 2011. A further two leaflets on nematode 
infections (Nos. 7 and 8) progressed. No. 7 has been completed and has been sent to 
ICES for initial formatting, No. 8 requires the author to provide new drawings and 
images before submission. Two further leaflets on neoplasia in mussels and oysters still 
require additional editorial work and will be submitted to ICES prior to the next ICES 
WGPDMO meeting in 2012. A new author for leaflet No. 3 on Ichthyophonus has not 
been identified, and the editor of this series will take this task on using new material 
available to him from archive collections at Cefas Weymouth Laboratory.  

 

 

 

http://www.ices.dk/products/idleaflets.asp
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ICES CM 2011/Pub:05 

ICES Insight 
Editor’s Report 2011 

William Anthony 

Issue 48 of ICES Insight was published electronically on Tuesday 31 August. It has 64 
pages (up from 44 pages last year) and contains ten articles (up from nine last year).  

In all, 6000 copies were printed (5000 last year). Of these, 4233 were distributed by post 
(up from 3842 last year and 3575 in 2009). The remainder will be distributed at ICES 
Annual Science Conference 2011 and will be used as material to support public relations 
in the Secretariat and at external meetings. 

The cost of mailing ICES Insight is DKK 50, per magazine at a weight of 250 gr. For 
copies over 250 gr, the cost increases to DKK 75. In previous years, ICES Insight was 
printed on paper weighing 130 gr for the inside pages and 250 gr for the cover. This 
year, however, owing to the increased number of pages, we reduced the weight of the 
paper to 100 gr for the inside pages and 200 gr for the cover, coming in at a weight of 
220 gr. Adding the mailing envelop and label increased the weight by 17 gr, for a total 
237 gr. 

ICES Insight offers in-depth articles that explore subjects featuring prominently in 
current ICES work. The material should appeal to an informed general readership as 
well as to the faithful ICES community. This editorial policy makes ICES Insight a useful 
tool to reach beyond the community of ICES interests to a wider audience.  

Suggestions for story ideas are always welcome. 
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