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In a world of hijacked, clone and zombie
publishing, where shouldn’t I publish?
When we talk to research higher degree candidates and early career researchers about
publication ethics, one question comes up repeatedly. Indeed, it is a question we are
frequently asked by experienced researchers, particularly those who wish to publish in a
new field – where should I publish? That’s a difficult question to answer in the abstract so
first we would like to remove some distractions from the decisions that need to be made. In
this piece, we look at the other side of the coin and explore where researchers should not
publish.
Research institutions often provide their staff with incentives to publish in top-ranking
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journals as determined by impact factor. Publishing in these journals can boost the
university’s standing in some international rankings and national research assessment
exercises. Consequently, performance indicators, promotion and recruitment criteria, track
records for grant assessment and even financial bonuses may be aligned with these
outlets.
Good research takes a long time and we should take care where we place our outputs. If
we want our papers to be read, we need to look for a journal that reaches our prospective
audience. In some fields, this might mean a niche but highly rated journal linked to a
particular professional association; in other cases, we seek a journal that is covered by
reputable indexes and databases like Medline, PubMed, Scopus or the Web of Science.
Only then would a paper be included by subsequent systematic review or meta-analysis,
for example.
Read more

Terms and conditions apply
Kids tell us that making decisions can sometimes be hard (anyone who has taken a child
to an ice cream shop can attest to this). Adults don’t often give children choices and kids
tell us that when they do it can be confusing: ‘what am I being asked?’, ‘can I really say
no?’, ‘do they seriously care?’ and ‘what will happen if I make a decision the adult doesn’t
like?’ are questions that might spring to mind. After all, they tell us that it’s not usual for
adults to seek out children’s views, to let them make big decisions or to give up some of
their ‘adult power’ and act on children’s wishes.
And yet children are required to ‘assent’ to research, often with little information about what
research actually is and what they will be required to do. In most cases, they know that
their parents have already given permission for them to be involved – which may be
reassuring but also a bit daunting (how often is it that kids can say ‘no’ when their parents
have already said ‘yes’?) – but in most cases a complete stranger comes into their home
or schoolroom and pulls out a note pad and asks them whether their happy to answer a
few questions. “Um OK?”
Read more

Did you miss?
In previous editions of the Research Ethics Monthly:
1. PID Power: Persistent Identifiers as Part of a Trusted Information Infrastructure
https://mailchi.mp/3ac1c1541850/research-ethics-monthly-august-2017-edition

Page 2 of 4

Research Ethics Monthly - August 2017 edition

18/4/18, 8'02 am

2. Building beneficial relationships when conducting research with migrant
communities
3. The Research Ethics Adviser Platform is now live
4. Professional ethics
5. Professional Development across the Term of an HREC Committee Member
Recent additions to the Resource Library include:
1. The Walls Around Us — Why Cambridge University Press’ Predicament Demands
2.
3.
4.
5.

Attention – Scholarly Kitchen (Kent Anderson | August 2017)
Publisher flags paper on same-sex parenting after neo-Nazi group cites it –
Retraction Watch (Andrew P. Han | August 2017)
MCI Suspends 8 Indore doctors’ Registration Over Unethical Drug Trial – News18
(Vivek Trivedi | August 2017)
South Korea’s Science Chief Resigns After Public Backlash – Asian Scientist
(Jeremy Chan | August 2017)
Lost citation snuffs out Aussie fire paper – Retraction Watch (amarcus41 | August
2017)

Most days we add new items to the web site. Don't let the latest pass you, follow us
on LinkedIn, Facebook or Twitter.

You can this post and earlier posts at www.ahrecs.com/blog
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RESOURCE LIBRARY
Have you checked out the resource library recently?
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New items are added daily. There are separate sections
for Human Research Ethics and Research Integrity.
There are subsections for different categories of items
e.g. ‘In the news’ and books.

We hate spam and definitely don’t want to be bother you with an wanted emails.
Click here to change your subscription settings.
This newsletter is authorized by the AHRECS team, click here for contact and other details.
We would never divulge your details to anyone else, including not disclosing you’re a subscriber,
without your permission.
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