Ednas comments on HAB Conference Proceedings Guidelines (and a little on the Gustaafs “Minutes of a the executive officers Meeting, Hong Kong, and I am not shooting the messenger)

First I would like to comment that I think the write of a document as a “mall” for how the text of the articles should be submitted to the organizers to end up in the HABs conference proceedings is a god idea. Myself I would avoid the double-columns as much as a plague. It is a hell of a lot of more work to place a figure/table in them and getting the text strait.

Saying that I would like to point out that in any democratic system in world (and even undemocratic  as well) ISSHA has no rights to be bulling the organizers of a meeting dictating what they are going to do, as there is no way  that  ISSHA will be able to re-inforce it´s “rules” if desobedience occurs. What can it be done in the case the organizer do not follow ISSHAS “orders”? Has ISSHA some way to grab the conference back of their hands? Or do the proceedings by itself? ISSHA has no money to afford taking responsibility both for holding the meetings and of printing the volumes. If ISSHA cannot guarantee that it will do all the fund raising for the meetings and proceedings, it is in no position of starting dictating rules (to the organizers) on how the proceedings should be looking like; where is it going to get published and who is going to be in the editorial board. Much less how the meetings should be organized and where.

I know of that this comes from the Edinburg versus Greece, although Greece has not been elected in any different way than it has always been before (AND all the previous meetings have worked). The Greek international Committee contains many members who have been organizers of meeting but also editors of not only one but several books (Anderson, Hallegraef, Reguera, Pitcher, Moestrup, Glibert, Graneli) and contains also editors of real scientific journals (Shumway more than 20 years editorial work, Glibert and  Graneli 5 years of AME, Gustaaf, Moestrup, Yasumoto, Grant). So how ISSHA committee is going to do this better is beyond my comprehension. It is very annoying to be hearing on and on again about the way Greece was elected, but I am sure this is the wrong dog to be kicking at. AND Greece will come through I can promise you that!

If ISSHA want to help, why not ask when people apply to be the organizer of a meeting, the names on their International Advisory Committee , and, which scientists the main organizer has asked to help with the editorial work. In the case there is no-one that has a background in publishing a book, THEN ISSHA can very carefully in a very polite way suggest to the organizer to place such a person. Or ISSHA committee will help. And by the way: will the new Committee have so much time to spill they will be willing to do this work, just for nothing? Everybody knows free meals do not exist, and I know that some of my colleagues in the new committee are already with water over their head with commitments. Are they wiling to do more than what we did? (not much and it took a lot of time anyway). Isn’t it a lit bit too confortable for us leaving to foister on the newcomes (most of them) such an incredible “extra” load of work? 

I think it would also be important to say that there should be an option for the organizers to propose an alternative publishing arrangement (e.g., S. Africa), but that has to be arranged- and posted - when the conference abstracts are due (or thereabouts).

Edna

