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	CFS/CDC Reeves USA Scientifically Challenged 

	If author Chronic Fatigue Syndrome William Reeves of the CDC et al refuse to answer over this recently published research study, we would suggest that this information request be put forward to the Center for Disease Control Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center. Details of such an application can be found at the Freedom of Information Act Guide, United States Department of Justice. 

If Reeves et al will not answer voluntarily then the most appropriate ethical pressure should be legitimately applied without further ado. 

The One Click Group
**************************

CFS/CDC Reeves USA Scientifically Challenged

John Smith writes:

Weird Science

Science has a system for reporting research results. If researchers use a previously established methodology, they need to cite previously published reports that describe the method in detail so that interested readers can thoroughly understand how the current study was performed and be able to replicate it if they so desire. If researchers are using a novel method or a method that has not been reported before and they want readers to believe their results, they must describe their method in sufficient detail for a reader to be able to replicate the study or verify the results.

A research report entitled, Prevalence of chronic fatigue syndrome in metropolitan, urban, and rural Georgia,” by William Reeves et al was recently published. The authors fail to reference or sufficiently describe the method they used to compute their results. This was even pointed out in Peter White's reviewer report of 03 Dec 2006, and the authors' response was wholly inadequate:

"How did they work out the numeric value of the weightings? It would help the reader to give more details about this.

We went through considerable angst writing the Weighting section of Methods. Weighting is complex and Dr. Hoaglin is an internationally recognized expert in this area. We are uncertain as to how we might change this to make it clearer to those readers who are not familiar with this rather arcane field.

The description of the numbers and proportions found in sampling, telephone assessment and clinical assessment is complicated and it is hard to follow the numerators and denominators. I think readers would be helped by an algorithmic figure with the numbers (%) at each stage, with both true and false negatives and positives given at each stage of assessment.

See our comment under weighting. We went through considerable angst trying to write this and it’s even hard for me to work through it. But, numerators and denominators are largely weighted numbers and we do not feel they can be easily improved nor do we believe a figure will help. We did not modify text to accommodate this criticism."


If it is hard for the responding author (presumably William Reeves) "to work through it," how is a reader supposed to understand and evaluate the study when no useful details about the prevalence calculations have been published?

It is simple how the authors could make their method clearer to the reader. I assume that the prevalences were computed mathematically. These computations can be represented by mathematical equations. The authors should publish the equations and values used so that any reader is able to compute the results. Without this information, the reader can only guess whether the researchers used a legitimate method and that their arithmetic was accurate.

Since this crucial information was not published and the researchers have refused to publish it, it must be presumed that the researchers do not understand their “arcane” method well enough to explain it and/or they used a magic black box to compute their results.

Even though Reeves et al's prevalence estimates may be realistic, results that cannot be justified cannot be relied on. 
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For more information on this issue:
Professor Leonard Jason on CFS Reeves of the CDC 

This story has legs.
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