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Our Manifesto
In The Manifesto for Trial and Error 
in Science we have laid out our vision 
about scientific practice, scientific pub-
lication, and the intimate relationship 
between the two. This manifesto was 
published in 2019, at the outset of the 
project, a year before our first issue, 
when the journal as an initiative was in 
its infancy. Some of these ideas are con-
tinuously being crystallised, modified, 
and elaborated on as the evolution of 
the Center of Trial and Error progresses.

We state that: 
Trial and Error is the elementary process 
in Science by which knowledge is acquired. 
We differentiate between two types of 
scientific Trial and Error processes:
A. Methodological errors, driving improve-
ment in the understanding and applica-
tion of techniques. These errors are here 
understood in a broad sense, those that 
go beyond the learning of the individual 
researcher and have an impact at the 
scale of the scientific community.
B. Conceptual flaws, arising from hypoth-
esis being confronted with conflicting 
observations. When the initial hypotheses 
are inappropriate in the face of empirical 
evidence, scientists improve or reject the-
oretical frameworks by developing alterna-
tive theses aimed at increasing empirical 
adequacy. Not only hits (positive results), 
but also misses (negative results) are key 
to scientific progress. 

Center of Trial  and Error
Our vision that began with
a Mission and a Journal



In scientific practice, trial and error is 
a fundamental process of learning and 
discovery. Therefore, The Center of Tri-
al and Error aims to make public the 
lessons of the struggles in research. 
COTE is convinced about the  produc-
tive role of errors, and so we aim to 
publish, educate, and discuss answers 
to the question “what went wrong?” 

I. A public image of science based on breakthrough discoveries, fascinating 
images, and clear results. This reputation comes at a cost. A more faithful pic-
ture of science, the one of practices and fine-tuning methodologies, seems 
to be at odds with the unrealistic public image of big-discovery science. 

II. A gap between what is published and what is researched. We know 
positive publication bias pressures scientists to conceal methodological 
mistakes and discard research containing negative findings, threatening 
proper interpretation. This point is a consequence of the expectations of 
big-discovery science and the publish-or-perish politics of this Science.  

III. A replication crisis. Since scientists validate their results in terms of rep-
licability, the present-day situation of unreplicable experiments is a serious 
problem. Debate on this crisis has focused on the misuse of statistics by 
scientists, on methodological carelessness, or theoretical inappropriate-
ness. Only a few venues are attentive to the potential harm.  

Mapping and addressing three core problems in science

Goal

Manifesto



A journal/center serving as a platform for Trial and Error in science. We want 
to publish, discuss and educate about (1) methodological errors which have 
productive conclusions for the scientific community at large, and (2) con-
ceptual errors in the form of negative results. In addition, our initiative aims 
to create a platform to openly talk about failure. That does not mean that 
we want to publish and promote sloppy science. Rather, we believe that in 
talking about errors, scientists can learn about the do’s and don’ts of their 
methods and concepts. As well, because negative results are highly informa-
tive, this would help alleviate the issue of publication bias, and reframe the 
replication crisis. Young researchers are the hope for a change in science, 
therefore we do take their work and ideas seriously. We aim to publish high 
quality work of early-career scientists, peer-reviewed and edited by more 
senior scholars. On every published article, a subject specialist, or a phi-
losopher, historian, anthropologist or sociologist of science will be invited 
to reflect, thereby answering and problematizing the question “what went 
wrong?”. This combination aims to ensure novelty and quality in our journal. 

A Call  for
A c t i o n

IV. We call for democratizing science. Society rightful-
ly demands that results are made accessible to both 
the public and fellow scientists. What is even more 
concerning is that individual researchers or citizens 
have to pay large amounts of public money to get 
access to mostly publicly funded research results. 
  
V. We stand for a need for dialogue. We identify a 
highly specialized academic community, aiming to 
tackle and reflect on social and intellectual challeng-
es in a frequently unproductive way. Because of the 
scattered organisation of university departments 
and faculties, a constructive dialogue between dif-
ferent tribes of cutting-edge Science is missing. 

Our Proposal



C e n t e r 
of Trial 
and Error  
Style & 
D e s i g n

The Center of Trial and Error is 
a direct reflection and product 
of its members. The verbal and 
visual identities presented in 
this book follow a collaborative 
process of inquiry and charac-
ter construction which all team 
members contributed to with 
words and images. Therefore, 
just as the members change and 
evolve themselves, so is the Cen-
ter’s identity subject to change, 
expansion, and evolution. 

Process



Our Identity
The Center of Trial and Error leans on a 
rich tradition of questioning, discourse, 
and unveiling of truth. For this reason, 
our fundamental nature is rebellious, 
inquisitive, and iconoclast. We aim 
to challenge established constructs, in-
vestigate academic reform and do not 
shy away from difficult debates. Our 
aduatious and, at times, mischie-
vous characteristics are reflected in 
our style. If academic institutions were 
music, we are unquestionably Punk.  
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Our Fonts
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Our fonts are an extention of our rebellious 
identity. Therefore, we aim to present all pub-
lically visible communications in Sans Serif 
fonts. For our titles, Overpass is used to pres-
ent the edgy nature of our identity with its di-
agonal lines. All body texts, for either web or 
published papers, articles and the like, appear 
in Open Sans. The more traditional Serif font 
of Andada is reserved for internal formalities 
such as legal documents or proposals.



COLORS

Our Colors
BLACK

PANTONE: BLACK C 

PANTONE: 2965 C 

PANTONE: 7549 C 

PANTONE: 7506 UP 

PANTONE: 656 UP 

NAVY BLUE

TANGERINE YELLOW

TINTED LIGHT YELLOW

COOL GREY

FOR WEB  #000000
FOR PRINT  C:00 M:00 Y:00 K:100

FOR WEB  #002642
FOR PRINT  C:100 M:82 Y:46 K:50

FOR WEB  #feaf0c
FOR PRINT  C:00 M:35 Y:100 K:00

FOR WEB  #fbeacd
FOR PRINT  C:01 M:06 Y:04 K:00

FOR WEB  #dfe4ea
FOR PRINT  C:11 M:06 Y:04 K:00

Our colors were extracted directly from the images in our vi-
sion board, collected by our team members. As we do not shy 
away from uncomfortable debate, our colors are also saturat-
ed, contrasted and in your face. They symbolize the push and 
pull between establishment and revolution, Trial and Error.
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Logo

Journal of 
Trial & Error

Journal of 
Trial & Error

Journal of 
Trial & Error

Journal of 
Trial & Error

Our logo is a reflection of our 
philosophy. It is based on a T 
and an E, the two initial letters 
of Trial and Error. As displayed 
in the vision board, the logo 
represents an underlying tra-
diton, originating from ancient 
Greece, with its vertical and 
horisontal lines. However, the 
lines are discontinuous in thier 
formation of the letters, repre-
senting the a break with curret 
custom. The white coming out 
of the saturated color, symbo-
lises the unveiling of true scien-
tific process of Trial and Error. 

S p e c i f i c a t i o n s 
for text & Color



I. Both society and members of the scientific community ap-
preciate scientific endeavour in a more realistic and productive 
way. By establishing a forum for failure, we aim to do justice to 
the difficulties of empiricism. We, at the Journal of Trial and Er-
ror acknowledge science’s struggles in the practice as crucial el-
ements in the generation and dissemination of knowledge. 

II. The gap between what is researched and what is published will 
be closed. As a response to the false dichotomy between publishing 
breakthroughs or publishing nothing, we aim at giving a platform for 
publishing mistakes without fear nor shame. We claim that it is com-
patible to err in the experiment and be a contributing scientist, if we 
rethink what failure means. We already know that Trial and Error is 
productive in scientific practice; we are now exploring what produc-
tive means in scientific publishing.

III. The replication crisis is understood in its complexity. Our project 
aims to provide a common ground for the reflection on one of the 
landmarks of Science: replicability. Both empirical scientists and hu-
manities scholars of science have long thought about what it means 
to show (in)comparable, (in)compatible or (un)identical results. 
Our journal/Center offers a place to exchange such varied views. 

IV. Users of scientific results get unrestricted access to rel-
evant scientific content. In the age of Open Science, we 
share the optimism of freely sharing articles and results, 
and wish to extend it to sharing data, methods and errors. 

V. Methodological pluralism is concrete and constructively focused, 
thereby helping scholars to err in a productive way, so they can trial 
enriching solutions for social and intellectual challenges.

Future Vision



C e n t e r 
of Trial 
& Error 
F u t u r e 
P r o j e c t s

I. Our Commitment to Open Sci-
ence

II. Authorship vs. Contributors 
in Academic Publications

III. Challenging the Process of 
Peer Reviewing

IV. Educating about Trial and Er-
ror in Science

From JC


