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Articles 

Publishing in Professional' Journals 

Peter J. Barry 

My assIgnments as a past edItor of the Western Jour
nal ofAgrIcultural EconomICs and as current edItor of 
the AmerICan Journal of Agricultural EconomIcs 
have provIded unique opportunitIes to vIew the 
publIcatIOn and research activItIes In agrIcultural 
economIcs As an edItor, I could not help but become 
better acquainted wIth the dIversIty of the subject 
matter In our field, the Issues addressed, and the 
people Involved One gains a profound apprecIatIOn 
for the quest for knowledge and the Intellectual ef
forts of people, working indIVIdually or collectively, to 
add to thIs knowledge 

As In most endeavors, the people Involved In the jour
nal process, authors, reViewers, Journal readers, 
edItors, are strongly motIvated by self-Interest Some 
observers have recently worTled that journal publIca
tion reflects too much the self-Interest of those m
volved, espeCIally authors, and that professIOnal 
Interests have become secondary, that creativIty and 
rIsk-taking Injournal publICation are stilled, and that 
gamesmanshIp by authors (some revle'wers, too) has 
become too prominent My ImpreSSIOn IS that such 
concerns are exaggerated but are nevertheless 
features of the journal environment 

ProfeSSIOnal Journals prOVide several key functIOns, 
according to a recent artIcle by Lacy and Busch I 

FIrst, Journals dissemInate InformatIOn about new 
Ideas. methods, InstItutions, theories, data, or ways of 
approaching problem SItuatIOns They foster SCIentific 
inqUIry, dIalogue, and debate and become the pTlmary 
means of advanCing an area of knowledge 

Journals are "gatekeepers" They serve a qualIty con
trol functIOn by vouching for the SCIentific IntegTlty of 
the work Involved The deCISIon to pubhsh based on 
formal revIews of manuscTlpts by experts and echtoTlal 
staff IS a VItal part of th,s function 

Barry IS editor, American Journal of Agncultural Economlcs. 
and a professor In the Department of AgrIcultural EconomIcs, 
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IW B Lacy and L Busch, "Guardians of SClenc-e Journals and 
Journal Edltors'lD the AgrIcultural Sciences," Rural'SoclOlogy, 
Vol 47,1982, pp 429-48 

Lacy and Busch WTlte further that journals have been 
responsIble for enforcing SCIentific norms In the crea
tion of dISCIplInary knowledge That means they exer
cIse a faIr and consIstent applIcatIOn of "objectIve 
standards In a unlversahst,c manner, organized skep
tiCIsm, dlsmterestedness, communalIty, and emotIOnal 
ne'o'traiity " Ed,tors and reVIewers do not legIslate 
the normative CrlteTla In theIr respective fields 
Rather, they are entrusted to apply the accepted and 
commonly understood research values of theIr par
tIcular dlsclpl~ne 

They conclude that journal publIcatIOn IS a forum 
that confers. profeSSIOnal recognItIon and other 
rewards, because the performance of sCIentIsts IS 
largely judged by theIr pubhcatlOns PubhcatlOn 
plays a mOJor role In a profeSSIOnal's career advance
ment The crIteria often are Imperfect because ad
mmlstrators and other evaluators may place more 
emphaSIS on the number of journal pubhcatlOns and 
where they are publIshed than on the value of the 
contrIbutIon to the field Th,s places a stIll greater 
burden on the journals to evaluate the value of the 
authors' contributIOns 

How have Journal functIOns evolved In a changIng,In
tellectual envlronm"ent? Sc,entIsts know that keeping 
up WIth new developments In theIr. field Is.especlally 
challengIng SpeCIalty areas become more refined and 
fragmented and !ire subject to perIOdIC changes 
Methods of analYSIS become increaSingly sophIS
tIcated Mathematical techniques often appear to 
dominate and new Ideas may sometImes appear to be 
based more on refinements and tWIStS, or on tmker
Ing WIth eXlstmg models and methods rather than on 
resolVing current problems or understanding key 
economIC relatIOnshIps The depth, scope, and com
pleXIty of agrICultural economIcs have expanded con
SIderably, and the competitIOn among sCIentists to 
produce rather than consume new knowledge has 
grown as well 

At the same time, profeSSIOnal journals have taken on 
greater Importance relatIve to bulletinS, reports, and 
other types ofpublIcatlOns In reporting new SCIentific 
knowledge Journals, therefore, have assumed more 
respons,b,lIty In veTlfYlng the integrIty of the work 
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and testlfymg to the productIvIty of mdlvldual sCIen
tIsts In response, Journal submIssIons have rIsen as 
has the number of Journals And, even wlthm a 
dIscIplIne, Journals vIe for professIOnal status 

These developments have created a more complex en
vIronment for each of the major partIcIpants m Jour
nal publIcatIOn Small wonder that authors have 
become more. strategIc m plannmg publIcatIon actIv
ItIes, consldermg the growth m analytIcal sophIstIca
tIOn, more publIcatIOn outlets, greater competItIOn, 
hIgh degrees of uncertamty about publIcatIOn pros
pects, the typIcally lengthy process of Journal publIca 
tIon, and the professIOnal rewards at stake Keepmg 
one's publIcatIOn plpelme full, d,vers,fymg publIca
t;on outlets, plannmg the sequence of subm\sslOns, 
and engagIng m more Jomt.work are examples of the 
elements of a publIcatIOn strategy 

Journal edItors, staffs, and reVlewers must scrutinize 
contrIbutIOns closely, and Journal readers must be 
more strongly eqUIpped to understand, evaluate, and 
synthesIze 'pubhshed work of varymg degrees of 
technICal sophIstIcatIOn Many readers WIll not read a 
general Journal from cover to cover Rather; the 
tendency of sClel!tlsts to,speclahze m subject matter 
areas and analytIcal techmques, and the ava,lab,hty 
of other Journals, suggest that mdlvldual readers WIll 
be attracted to few artIcles m a smgle Issue Fmally, 
more effort IS needed by the SCIentIfic commumty to 
move the knowledge reported m Journals mto educa
tIOn, polIcy, and managerIal channels for the benefit 
of varIOUS clIentele.groups 

My perceptIon of Journal publIcatIOn IS that the proc
ess works well I do not sense that authors have been 
mhlblted from takIng rISks, have had creatIVIty stIfled 
by concerns about career \ advancement, or have 
engaged In manuscnpt reVIews WIth an eye on theIr 
own work (It IS the edItor's Job, of'course, to manage 
the reVIeW process to aVOId such COnflIctS of mterest 
between.authors and revlewers)-

I do not sense that authors engage m excessIve 
gamesmanshIp by submlttmg the same artIcle to 

several Journals, by mlsleadmg edItors about prIor 
publIcatIon, by trymg to guIde the revIew process, or 
by arguIng about ed,tOrIal deCISIOns (I do, however, 
have a few Ipterestmg exceptIOns filed away) 

I do not feel that authors explOIt the Journal's reVIew 
process to Improve the quahty of theIr own work 
Rather, ,t.,~ natural to expect that reVIewers' com
ments and suggestIOns WIll contrIbute to the qualIty 
of research-and the effectIveness of Its presentatIOn 
In my own work, the assIstance from anonymous 
reVIewers has consIstently proved helpful, and I vIew 
manuscrIpt reVIews as an mtegral part of the 
knowledge-creatmg process 

Nor do I belIeve that the Journal pubhcatlOn process 
IS prone to a hIgh mCldence of error m the 'accuracy 
and- valIdIty 'of publIshed work Nonetheless, the 
perIOdIC pubhcatIOn of comments and replIes and 
observatIons of authors' occasIOnal self-dIscovery of 
errors durmg the publIcatIOn process mdlcates that 
thIS IS a matter of concern ThIS tOPIC receIved con
SIderable attentIOn m artIcles m the Amencan 
EconomIc ReVieW, SCience, and other medIa In whIch 
serIOUS questIOns were raIsed about difficultIes m 
rephcatmg pubhshed work, hIgh mCldences of error, 
and the mtegrlty of some authors 2 Some Journals 
have gone so far,a,s (~ reqUIre authors to submIt theIr 
data, computer programs, and statIstIcal routInes 
along WIth theIr manuscrIpts These reqUIrements 
vouch for the accuracy of the work and encourage 
greater self-scrutmy by the authors themselves 
Clearly, these Issues WIll contmue .to command 
attentIOn 

All partIcIpants m agrICultural economICS pubhshmg 
must continue to make the Journal process function as 
effectIvely as pOSSIble -ThIs effectIveness WIll grow 
from placmg the proper functIOns ofJournals ahead of 
personal gam By focusmg on enhanCIng know ledge 
creatIOn, through the collectIve efforts of mdlvldual 
SCIentIsts, we WIll contInue to advance our field, serve 
our chentele, and, In the process, benefit ourselves 

2For example, see W q Dewal,!i, J G Thursby. and R G Anderson, 
"ReplIcatIOn 10 Empirical EconomICS The Journal of Money> 
Credit and Bankmg ProJect," American EconomIc Reutew. Vol 76, 
1986, pp 587-603 
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