For information, the following records some of the (difficult) history of SP 328

Angharad Hills, of the Geological Society, wrote (July 2006): ".... Your book has the potential to be a very good Special Publication. Having papers that present both sides of a debate in one volume is highly desirable."

Jonathan Turner, society series editor, wrote, when he introduced himself: "I am at least a little qualified to make judgement on the subject because I have in the past had research students working in the Serrania del Interior (Venezuela)
(structural geology, rock magnetics), so I am familiar with the Caribbean debate."

He later wrote:

"---- there is no appetite to perpetuate what I have concluded, after discussions with numerous colleagues with Caribbean experience (including Jim Pindell), is essentially an artificial debate.

and in  December, 2007 asked that the book be "subtly reoriented such that it presents the arguments for "how" a Pacific origin for the Caribbean plate came about, rather than "if"". 
In June, 2008, he wrote:
".............. you need to know that the Caribbean falls somewhat outwith my research interests and that I have little to add scientifically.
and in September, 2008: “I realize not ideal that Pindell & Kennan was reviewed by Dewey only”. Note: GSL requires at least two, impartial reviewers. John Dewey, the only Pindell & Kennan article reviewer, was Pindell’s thesis advisor. 
At the same time he rejected my two articles, which had been recommended for publication by six, internationally known reviewers, including Albert W. Bally, William Smith, Penrose and Sydney Powers medalist.

Instead, he suggested that I wrote one, ten-page article. “Coincidentally”, Pindell made the same suggestion.
In 2009, Robert Pankhurst, GSL senior editor, wrote:

“I would also like you to expand the sentence in the Editorial to emphasize that the differing models are presented in a spirit of promoting debate............”
