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The Order of Authorship: Who's on First?

not. Requirements include participation in the work and the
writing, assumption of public responsibility for the eonclu-
sions, and willingness to submit the data on which the study is
based if so requested.”

o Being a laboratory or departmental sponsor and (last)
guthor are not mutually exclusive, but should depend on
contribution to the work being reported. However, the
awarding of honorary authorship is intellectually dishonest,
inflates bibliographies, and dilutes credit for scientific work:
the practice is unacceptable. Persons who provide support
and advice not consonant with guthorship may, with their
consent, be thanked in an acknowledgment.

® The first author is that person who contributed most to
the work, including writing of the manuscript (an authoris a
person who writes). The sequence of author listing is deter-
mined by the relative contributions to the work.

® Decisions about authors and the order in which their
names will appear should be made as early as possible, evenat
the outset, although relative contributions may need to be
reassessed later by group consensus. '

® Disagreements about these matters should be resolved
by the principals, not by the editor. However, editors can
request documentation in writing of authors’ specific contri-
butions to the project.

Journal editors care about aceuracy and truth but are only
advisers to authors, the overwhelming majority of whom are
right-minded, dedicated, and very busy. Surely most mis-
Jjudgments about authorship result from failure to ponder its
meaning.

We welcome comments responding to these ideas.

Don Riesenberg, MD
George D. Lundberg, MD
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