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OBJECTIVES 

• to discuss the experiences of 

SEAFDEC/AQD library staff in publishing 

an article in a peer-reviewed journal 

• to highlight the processes done to get the 

article published and the lessons learned 

along the way 

• to share points to ponder and suggestions 

from literatures and experts 



OBJECTIVES 

• to inspire and encourage other Filipino 

LIS professionals and students to publish 

in a peer reviewed journal 

• to encourage librarians to develop a 

positive attitude towards writing and 

eventually inculcate a mind set to write 

for publication. 



Lack of funding for science in non-research-

intensive countries results in a wide range of 

adverse consequences: 

• Lack of access to scientific journals 

• Inability to attend high quality scientific 

meetings 

• Inadequate research facilities 

• Lack of actively publishing mentors 

• Excessive red tape 

• Working condition and compensation 

package not conducive to good science  
Source: Suarez and Lacanilao, 2010 



 

“Librarians tend to be creative people, and 

what other profession that librarianship 

could be more encouraging for writers? 
 

Carol Smallwood,  

Writing and publishing:  

the Librarian’s Handbook in American Libraries 



 

“Librarianship, like most other professions, 

depends on shared insights; the main 

avenue for disseminating these insights is 

through publication in a variety of 

formats. 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



 

OUR EXPERIENCE 



CALL FOR PAPERS 

• Submit an Abstract 

• Follow Deadlines 

• Present at the Conference 

 



Abstract 

• A brief, objective representation of the essential 

content of a book, article, speech, report, dissertation, 

patent, standard, or other work, presenting the main 

points in the same order as the original but having no 

independent literary value. (ODLIS, 2010)   

Source: Online Dictionary of Library and Information Sciecne, 2010 



The Abstract 

• A good abstract: 

◦ Is precise and honest 

◦ Can stand alone 

◦ Is brief and specific 

◦ Uses no technical jargon 

◦ Cites no references 

 

The quality of an abstract will strongly influence 

the editor’s decision. 

Source: Costa-Pierce BA, n.d. 



Abstract - First Draft  



With fellow CONSAL XV presenters 



With fellow Filipino (ASLP members/officers) presenters 



Points to Ponder 

• Presentation in a meeting/conference is not the 

last phase or conclusion of a research work. 

• A scientific meeting is a chance to present your 

manuscript for comments (preliminary peer 

review), before it is subjected to the formal 

peer review when you submit if for publication 
  (FJ Lacanilao, retired professor, UP-MSI) 

Source: Lacanilao 



Points to Ponder 

• The established process of research requires 

publication in a research journal that is 

adequately peer-reviewed and accessible for 

international verification of results.   

• Many studies end as a project report or 

graduate thesis 

• Until today, only a small fraction of research 

papers we produce is published properly as 

scientific paper. 
  (FJ Lacanilao, retired professor, UP-MSI) 

Source: Lacanilao 



Points to Ponder 

• For a developing country, which is short of 

adequately published researchers, an objective 

evaluation of performance is more reliable. 

 

◦ indicators often used 

 The no. of valid publications (quantity) 

 The no. of times these publications are cited (quality) 

  (FJ Lacanilao, retired professor, UP-MSI) 

Source: Lacanilao 



Why get published? 

• Earning recognition, respect, promotion, and, of 

course, building your resume/curriculum vitae 
 

• Sharing innovations and best practices and contributing 

to knowledge base of the profession 
 

• Staying current on new research and innovations 
 

• Learning new skills and knowledge 
 

• Enjoying the satisfaction of accomplishment 
 

• Gaining intellectual stimulation and fresh challenges 

Source: Hahn & Jaeger, 2013 



Scholarly-oriented 

journals 

Practitioner-oriented 

journals 

Professional magazines 

and newsletters 

College & Research 

Libraries 

Information 

Technologies and 

Libraries 

American Libraries 

Journal of Academic 

Librarianship  

Journal of Library and 

Administration 

Bulletin of the American 

Society of Information 

Science and Technology 

Library Quarterly Journal of Web 

Librarianship 

College & Research 

Libraries News  

portal Library Hi Tech Library Journal 

Selected potential scholarly and professional journal outlets for 

research on the implementation of a new technology for patrons 

in an academic library.  

 

Source: Hahn & Jaeger (2013) 



 

Review literature 

of the same subject 



• Lack of access to vast, expanding 

universe of journals often leads to lack of 

awareness of the wide range of 

acceptance standards and criteria for 

publication  

Source: Suarez, In Press 



Google Scholar 

 



 

Publications by 

Filipino Librarians 



• Cabonero, D., & Dolendo, R. (2013). Cataloging and Classification Skills of 

Library and Information Science Practitioners in their Workplaces: A Case 

Analysis. Library Philosophy and Practice (e-journal). Retrieved from 

http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/960 
 

• Cabonero, D., & Mayrena, L. (2012). The Development of a Collection 

Development Policy. Library Philosophy and Practice (e-journal). 

Retrieved from http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/804 
 

• David, L. T., & Sagun, K. K. A. (2012). Increasing awareness and use of the 

library’s resources and facilities through relationship marketing strategies. 

Library Management, 33(4/5), 292–296. doi:10.1108/01435121211242326 
 

• Marzo, A, & David L. (2001). To the University of the Philippines, Diliman, 

College of Science Library. Library Hi Tech News, 18(9).  
 

• Perez, M. J. V., & Templanza, M. R. (2012). Local studies centers: 

Transforming history, culture and heritage in the Philippines. IFLA 

Journal, 38(4), 297–309. 

Ex. of Journal Publications by Filipino Librarians 

http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/960
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/804


• Pinto, M. A. (n.d.). Library as a research enabler. International Journal of 

Information Technology and Business Management, 13(1), 16–31. 

 

• Ramos, M. S., & Abrigo, C. M. (2012). Reference 2.0 in action: an 

evaluation of the digital reference services in selected Philippine 

academic libraries. Library Hi Tech News, 29(1), 8–20. 

doi:10.1108/07419051211223426 

 

• Totanes, V. R. (2012). Money and Leadership: A Study of Theses on Public 

School Libraries Submitted to the University of the Philippines’ Institute of 

Library and Information Science. Public Library Quarterly, 31(2), 181–189. 

doi:10.1080/01616846.2012.684622 

 

 

 

Ex. of Journal Publications by Filipino Librarians 



• Madrid, M. M. (2013). A study of digital curator competences: A survey of 

experts. The International Information & Library Review, 45(3–4), 149–

156. doi:10.1016/j.iilr.2013.09.001 

 

• Fresnido, A. M. B., & Yap, J. M. (2013). Academic library consortia in the 

Philippines: hanging in the balance. Library Management, 35(1/2), 2–2. 

 

• Dizon, F. R., Sagun, K. K. A., & Alfiler-Macalalad, A. G. P. (2010). Quo 

vadis? LIS postgraduate education in the Philippines. Education for 

Information, 28(2), 227–231. doi:10.3233/EFI-2010-0904 

 

• Caña, M. B., Cueto, Q. L. G. G., Guzman, A. B. D., Fuchigami, K. B., 

Manalo, L. R. T., & Yu, J. C. U. (2005). Clientele recognition of library 

terms and concepts used by librarians A case of an academic library in the 

Philippines. Journal of Librarianship and Information Science, 37(4), 195–

204. doi:10.1177/0961000605057852 

 

 

 

Ex. of Journal Publications by Filipino Librarians 



• Santos-Ong, M. (2001). Copyright and Libraries: Updates on Issues and 

Challenges. The International Information & Library Review, 33(1), 23–44. 

doi:10.1080/10572317.2001.10762537 

 

• Encanto, J. A. (2011). Factors that influence the establishment of a 

network of medical libraries in the Philippines. The International 

Information & Library Review, 43(4), 230–238. 

doi:10.1080/10572317.2011.10762905 

 

• Yap, J. M. (2012). Technical Competencies of Medical and Health 

Librarians in a Library 2.0 Environment (Kütüphane 2.0 Ortamında Tıp ve 

Sağlık Kütüphanecilerinin Teknik Yeterlilikleri / Yetkinlikleri). Bilgi 

Dünyası, 13(2), 507–528. 

 

• Dizon, L. B., & Sadorra, M. S. M. (1995). Patterns of publication by the 

staff of an international fisheries research center. Scientometrics, 32(1), 

67–75. doi:10.1007/BF02020189 

Ex. of Journal Publications by Filipino Librarians 



• Punzalan, R. L. (2006). Archives of the new possession: Spanish colonial 

records and the American creation of a “national” archives for the 

Philippines. Archival Science, 6(3-4), 381–392. doi:10.1007/s10502-007-

9040-z 

 

• Conway, P.*, & Punzalan, R. (2011). Fields of Vision: Toward a New 

Theory of Visual Literacy for Digitized Archival Photographs. Archivaria, 

71(71). Retrieved from 

http://journals.sfu.ca/archivar/index.php/archivaria/article/view/13331 

 

• Ubay, R. R. J. (2011). Evidence in international adjudication: map 

evidence in territorial sovereignty dispute cases. Aegean Review of the 

Law of the Sea and Maritime Law, 1(2), 287–300. doi:10.1007/s12180-011-

0017-7 

Ex. of Journal Publications by Filipino Librarians 



non-librarian?, but in LIS field 

• Gavino, A. I., Ho, B. L. C., Wee, P. A. A., Marcelo, A. B., & Fontelo, P. 

(2013). Information-seeking trends of medical professionals and students 

from middle-income countries: a focus on the Philippines. Health 

Information & Libraries Journal (online first) doi:10.1111/hir.12032 

 

• Navarrete, I. A., & Asio, V. B. (n.d.). Research productivity in soil science 

in the Philippines. Scientometrics, 1–12. doi:10.1007/s11192-013-1202-6 

 

• Vinluan, L. R. (2012). Research productivity in education and psychology 

in the Philippines and comparison with ASEAN countries. Scientometrics, 

91(1), 277–294. doi:10.1007/s11192-011-0496-5 

 

• Maclean, J., & Janagap, C. (1993). The publication productivity of 

international agricultural research centers. Scientometrics, 28(3), 329–

348. doi:10.1007/BF02026514 

 

 

 

 

 

Ex. of Journal Publications by Filipino Librarians 



“The key to effective 

writing is practice” 

 

 
Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



Some myths and facts concerning writing 

I am a librarian, not a writer 
 

- Writing is not a career, you already have one 

 

- Writing is a necessary skill, and the only way to 

enhance this skill is to practice it. 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



Some myths and facts concerning writing 

I don’t have any talent for writing. I’ve 

always been bad at it. 
 

- Writing is a skill not a talent.  

 

- Effective writing transmits thought and theory clearly 

and efficiently  

 

- Effective writing is writing that is understood 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



Some myths and facts concerning writing 

Writing has nothing to do with library 

science/service. 
 

- Writing has everything to do with library service and 

librarians. 

 

- Reference librarian performs interview and provide 

written response to reference transaction 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



Some myths and facts concerning writing 

Until I have my ideas clearly organized, I 

shouldn’t start writing. 
 

- The best way to clarify thinking is to start writing 

 

- Research shows that the act of writing helps clarify 

and organize thoughts and to generate ideas (St. James, 1995)  

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



“Effective writing requires the same 

qualities of thought that are needed 

for success in any profession: 

• Logic 

• Clarity 

• Organization 

• Precision (St. James, 1995) 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



“Good writing is reader-based, 

purposeful, clear, concise, 

correct, and simple.  

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



 

Source: Egghe and Rousseau 



Preparing the full paper 

• Develop an outline prior to starting 

• Divide the paper into several standard 

sections, headings and subheadings. 

• Write the manuscript in the third person 

• When possible, avoid using pronouns 

altogether 

• Sentences that are long and complicated 

can lose readers 

 

 

 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



References 

• Check every reference against the original publication  

• Make sure that all references cited in the text are 

indeed listed and that all listed in the references are 

indeed cited in the text. 

• Format references correctly (APA, MLA) 

• Check  

◦ the spelling of authors name, the year of publication 

◦ Punctuation use 

◦ Use of et. al. 

  

Source: Costa-Pierce BA, n.d. 



Citation Style 

• American Psychological Association (APA) 6th Ed. 
 Primavera, J. H. (2006). Overcoming the impacts of 

aquaculture on the coastal zone. Ocean & Coastal 
Management, 49(9–10), 531–545. 
doi:10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2006.06.018 

• Chicago Manual of Style 16th ed 
 Primavera, J. H. 2006. “Overcoming the Impacts of 

Aquaculture on the Coastal Zone.” Ocean & Coastal 
Management 49 (9–10): 531–45. 
doi:10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2006.06.018. 

• Modern Language Association (MLA) 7th ed 
 Primavera, J. H. “Overcoming the Impacts of Aquaculture 

on the Coastal Zone.” Ocean & Coastal Management 49.9–
10 (2006): 531–545. ScienceDirect.  

 

 



• Paying homage to pioneers 

• Giving credit for related work 

• Indentifying methodology, equipment etc. 

• Providing background reading 

• Correcting one’s own work 

• Correcting the work of others 

• Criticizing the work of others 

• Substantiating claims 

• Alerting researchers to forthcoming work 

 

Source: Weinstock, 1971 

Some reasons why authors cite 

the works of others 



Some reasons why authors cite 

the works of others 
• Providing leads to poorly disseminated, poorly 

indexed, or uncited work 

• Authenticating data and classes of fact-physical 
constants, etc 

• Identifying original publications in which an 
idea or concept was discussed 

• Identifying the original publication describing 
an eponymic concept or terms 

• Disclaiming work or ideas of others 

• Disputing priority claims of others 

Source: Weinstock, 1971 



Reference management software 

 



 



Get a Pre-Review 

 
• Let your paper be read by: 

◦ one who is familiar with the 

research area 

◦ another who knows little or 

nothing about it 

 

 



Have your paper edited by LIS professional(s) 



• The paper was read and edited by 

◦ Filipino Librarians 

◦ LIS teachers 

◦ SEAFDEC/AQD Scientists 

◦ LIS Colleagues abroad 

 

 



Choosing a journal 

• Send your paper to the right journal. Many 

rejections are the result of manuscript-journal 

mismatch 

• Does the journal description scope match your 

work?  

 

Note:  

• It is not good practice to submit to ALL of the 

journals out there in your subject area. 



Choosing a journal 

• Has the journal published article similar to yours 

in the past 2-3 years 

• Does the journal name appear often in your 

reference list? 

• Does the journal description scope match your 

work?  

Source: Tan, n.d. 



Choosing the journal; check the scope 



Check Journal Topic Coverage 



Read the ‘Guide for authors’ Again and 

again! 
• Follow the “Guide for Authors” page (journal’s 

scope, mission, types of articles accepted, 

journals audience or readers, manuscript 

format, and specific instructions). 

 

• Note: Articles get rejected if it is poorly 

designed or poorly conducted and poorly 

written.  

◦ Poor writing can hurt your chances of getting 

published. 



 



Is it peer-reviewed? 

• Peer-reviewed are the principal means of 

disseminating scientific knowledge.  

• Scholarly journals involve a more competitive 

and intense review process 

 

Benefit:  

 Ability for the paper to reach greater length 

and a greater likelihood that it will attract the 

attention of more researchers. 



Abstracted/Indexed? 

• Thomson Reuters (formerly  ISI) Web of Science 

has become the standard for identifying high 

quality and high impact journals in scientific 

community  

• Scopus 

• Google Scholar 

• ISI maintains the ff. citation indices: 

  Science Citation Index (SCI) 

  Social Sciences Citation Index (SSCI) 

 



Check Indexing 



ISI & impact factor 

• The Institute  for Scientific Information (ISI) 

lists the top scientific journals in the world 

 

• An Impact Factor (IF) indicates the 

“importance” of a journal within its field–  

◦ the average no. of times a paper is cited within 2 

years of publication in the journal 

• IF is updated yearly in the Journal Citation 

Report 



 

Example of LIS Journal Title 

 

IF 

Coverage 

SCIE SSCI CC-SBS 

College and Research Libraries 0.820 √ √ 

Information Technology & Libraries 0.59 √ √ √ 

Journal of Academic Librarianship 0.864 √ √ 

JASIST 2.005 √ √ √ 

Library and Information Science 

Research 

1.625 √ √ 

Journal of Informetrics 4.153 √ √ 

MIS Quarterly 4.659 √ √ √ 

Scientometrics 2.133 √ √ √ 

Program 0.377 √ √ √ 

IF-Impact Factor; SCIE-Science Citation Expanded; SCIE-Social Science Citation Expanded; CC-Current Contents ;  

SBS-Social and Behavioral Sciences 



http://www.scimagojr.com/journalrank.php 

 

Library and Information Science 

http://www.scimagojr.com/journalrank.php?category=3309 



 



 



 



Predatory Publishing 

• Watch out for scams by predatory publishers of 

dubious “journals” 
 

• Publishers that are corrupt and which charge 

author’s fee for publication 
 

• Questionable, bogus scholarly open-access 

journals and publishers with low credibility  
 

• See Beall’s List 

http://scholarlyoa.com/publishers/ 

 
Source: Tan, n.d. 

http://scholarlyoa.com/publishers/


 



Submitting your paper 

• Don’t expect to receive instant recognition and 

acceptance of an offer to publish. 

 

• Majority are rejected at first and acceptance of 

paper is statistically rare 

 

• Most journals will require your paper to go 

through a strenuous refereeing process  



Review process of the Journal - Program 

Each paper is reviewed by the editor and, if it is 

judged suitable for this publication, it is then 

sent to two independent referees for double blind 

peer review.  

Based on their recommendation, as well as 

consultation between relevant Editorial Board 

members the editor then decides whether the 

paper should be accepted as is, revised or 

rejected. 



Feedbacks from editor/reviewers 

• Accept – Which almost nobody gets 

• Accept with revision – Just make some minor 

changes  

• Revise and resubmit – They’re still interested 

in you! 

• Reject and resubmit – Though not as good as 

revise and resubmit, “they still want the 

paper!” 

• Reject 

 

Read the reviews carefully (cont’d) 



Read the reviews carefully (cont’d) 

• Some reviewers may recommend submitting 

your work to a different journal. “They’re not 

saying the article is hopeless, they’re just saying 

that it may not be right for that journal.” 

• it contributes no new knowledge for the 

discipline or adds nothing to the discipline’s 

literature. 

• it’s novel or new for its time 

• If you are invited to revise, Do it, do it fast and 

don’t procrastinate.  

 



Emerald Criteria – Guide for Reviewers 

• Originality:  

◦ Does the paper contain new and significant 

information adequate to justify publication? 

 The paper should mention explicitly the purpose 

and essence of the paper at the beginning of the 

article so that readers can get to the big picture 

and know in advance what they will get from this 

article. 



• Relationship to Literature:  

◦ Does the paper demonstrate an adequate 

understanding of the relevant literature in 

the field and cite an appropriate range of 

literature sources?  

◦ Is any significant work ignored? 



• Methodology:  

◦ Is the paper's argument built on an 

appropriate base of theory, concepts, or 

other ideas?  

◦ Has the research or equivalent intellectual 

work on which the paper is based been well 

designed?  

◦ Are the methods employed appropriate? 



• Results: 

◦ Are results presented clearly and analysed 

appropriately?  

◦ Do the conclusions adequately tie together 

the other elements of the paper? 



• Implications for research, practice and/or 

society: 

◦ Does the paper identify clearly any implications 

for research, practice and/or society?  

◦ Does the paper bridge the gap between theory 

and practice?  

◦ How can the research be used in practice 

(economic and commercial impact), in teaching, 

to influence public policy, in research 

(contributing to the body of knowledge)?  



• Implications for research, practice and/or 

society: (cont.) 

◦ What is the impact upon society (influencing 

public attitudes, affecting quality of life)? 

◦ Are these implications consistent with the 

findings and conclusions of the paper? 



• Quality of Communication:  

◦ Does the paper clearly express its case, 

measured against the technical language of 

the field and the expected knowledge of the 

journal's readership?  

◦ Has attention been paid to the clarity of 

expression and readability, such as sentence 

structure, jargon use, acronyms, etc. 



Do not submit: 

• Reports of no scientific interest 

• Work out of date 

• Duplications of previously published work 

• Incorrect/unacceptable conclusions 

• “The Least Publishable Result” papers: datasets 

too small to be meaningful 

• Experiments not replicated 

Source: Costa-Pierce BA, n.d. 



Deadly sins 

Unethical behavior “can earn rejection and 
even a ban from publishing in the journal” 

- Terry M. Phillips, Editor, Journal of Chromatography B 

• Multiple submissions 

• Redundant publications 

• Plagiarism 

• Data fabrication and falsification 

• Improper use of human subjects and animals in 
research 

• Improper author contribution 

Source: Costa-Pierce BA, n.d. 



Why Articles are Rejected 

• The manuscript is inappropriate for a particular journal 

and its specific audience. 

 

• The manuscript describes poorly designed or poorly 

conducted studies (St. James, 1995) 

 

• The manuscript is poorly written 

 

• The manuscript contributes no new knowledge for the 

discipline or adds nothing to the discipline’s article. 
(Wells, 2001)  

 

Source: Schrimsher & Northrup, 2013 



Rejected in Portal 
- because it is out of scope 

- but suggested other journals 

- emailed the same day 

 



Consult expert(s) in the field who might be 

editors of other journals 



What gets you accepted? 

Attention to details 

Check and double check your work 

Consider the reviews 

English must be as good as possible 

Presentation is important 

Take your time with revision 

Acknowledge those who have helped you 

New, original and previously unpublished 

Critically evaluate your own manuscript 

Ethical rules must be obeyed 

- Nigel John Cook, Editor-in-Chief, ore Geology Reviews 

Source: Costa-Pierce BA, n.d. 
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Digital Object 

Identifier (DOI) 



Digital Object Identifier (DOI) 

• A unique code preferred by publishers in 

the identification and exchange of the 

content of a digital object, such as a 

journal article, Web document, or other 

item of intellectual property 

Source: ODLIS 



The DOI consists of two parts: 

• a prefix assigned to each publisher by the 

administrative DOI agency and  
 a suffix assigned by the publisher that may be 

any code the publisher chooses(ODLIS) 

 
 doi:10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2006.06.018 

 
 http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2006.06.018 

 

 
Source: ODLIS 

Digital Object Identifier (DOI) 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2006.06.018


• DOIs and their corresponding URLs are 

registered in a central DOI directory that 

functions as a routing system. 

• The registration and resolver system for 

the DOI is run by the International DOI 

Foundation (IDF). 

Source: ODLIS 

Digital Object Identifier (DOI) 



Features 

• Persistent  
◦ the identification of a digital object does not 

change even if ownership of or rights in the 
entity are transferred.  

• Actionable 
◦ clicking on it in a Web browser display will 

redirect the user to the content.  

• Interoperable  
◦ designed to function in past, present, and future 

digital technologies 

Source: ODLIS 

Digital Object Identifier (DOI) 



Thank you! 


