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Getting started: do research on
writing

See “How to publish in scholarly journals”
Klingner, Scanlon, and Pressley (2005), Educational
Researcher

APA manual is a good resource

Read incoming editor’s vision statements

Excellent books/articles on writing literature reviews
etc.

Torraco (2005), Human Resource Development Review



General tips on getting started
Step 1:

Decide your “genre” - empirical article, conceptual article,
review, commentary, etc.
Determine your audience (to whom do you want to speak?)
This determines type of outlet and format of article.

Step 2:
“Apprentice” with a faculty mentor or published colleague with
experience writing in that genre.

Step 3:
Pick the specific journal where you wish to publish.
Familiarize yourself with the style and content of articles
appearing in that journal.
Do this before you begin to write.



Getting started
Step 4:

Clarify your reasons for publishing.
Publish to “contribute to the conversation”.

Step 5:
Familiarize yourself with the literature before you begin
writing.
Editors are looking for something new.

Step 6:
If it’s a collaborative project, establish order of authorship!

Do this based on projected contribution.
This can always change based on actual contribution.



Writing

Writing and publishing are part of the research
process
Writing is often a part of the analytical process,
and the work process is therefore essential
Realize the amount of work necessary to
produce an article
Manuscripts need to be written in versions, then
discussed, rewritten and so on
Co-writing with seniors and peers
Seminar discussions
Make it a part of research training



Different kinds of journals

Select a journal which is appropriate for the
issues you treat
There are many different kinds of journals
Journals represent very different traditions of
reporting research
Accept, minor revision, major revision, reject



Quality of journal matters!

Consider quality indicators:
International, national, state?
Refereed journals– aren’t they all the same?
Editor and editorial board
Impact factor – journal citation reports

A new development in Germany’s science
Rejection Rate
SSCI – Social Science Citation Index



Empirical articles
An interesting, short background that frames the
problem as a theoretical and empirical issue
Short and focussed review of the relevant literature
A clear and interesting formulation of the research
problem
Methods (data generation and analysis)
Results
Discussion (which addresses the research questions
and the theory)



Empirical articles: dos and don’ts
Introduction

Present a strong, theoretical framework
Don’t simply recount previous studies

Present a compelling argument
Provide a comprehensive, diligent literature
review
Don’t forget to define key constructs
Introduce key variables
Sequence ideas logically leading to research
questions
Close with research hypotheses



Method
Provide adequate subject description
Specify design
Operationally define variables
Describe instrument development

Reliability
Validity

Describe procedures with sufficient detail to
allow replicability

Empirical articles: dos and don’ts



Empirical articles: dos and don’ts
Results for quantitative research

Analyses need to match research question
Report tests of statistical assumptions
Report effect sizes
Don’t interpret trends



Discussion
Don’t rehash the results
Return to theoretical issues

“Close the loop”
Relate findings to previous research
Don’t over-interpret
Address limitations

Empirical articles: dos and don’ts



Difference between quantitative and
qualitative format

Qualitative articles must provide more background
and context
Often present some background about the
researcher
Present the theoretical framework used to analyze
the data (constant comparative analysis, grounded
theory, etc.)
Clear details about how the data were analyzed
Describe data reduction process (don’t present “raw”
data)
Provide data displays (tables, figures, charts etc.)
Avoid presenting “random and preferred quotations”



Conceptual articles: dos and don’ts

Conceptual articles present a new model, theory,
construct, or debate.  They should:

Present a good argument.
Must be compelling and convincing.

Demonstrate deep understanding of the literature.
Motivate research.
Move the field.
Recast or reframe old issues.
Bring new theoretical framework to bear on old problem.
Synthesize.
Don’t stick to your own research.



Literature reviews: dos and don’ts
Do have a goal for the review. Be clear about
your goal. Review state of research to
demonstrate need for:

Synthesis or integration
Justify new model
Advance theory
Change direction

Do identify appropriate parameters for inclusion
and exclusion of research studies.

May create an “included research study” table.



Literature reviews: dos and don’ts

Do identify an appropriate organization for the
review. Should not read like an annotated
bibliography.

Chronological
Methodological
Categorical

Don’t try to publish a literature review from your
dissertation as a review article without
reframing the purpose.

The purpose of a dissertation chapter is to
motivate one study, and this is not the purpose
of a review article.



How to survive reviewer comments:
general comments

Have others with different expertise make
suggestions for changes prior to sending out!
Expect rejection!
Don’t panic!

To get a lot of publications, you also will need
to get lots of rejections.

Listen to reviewers.
Revise and resubmit to same or different
journal depending on editor’s letter.
Repeat.



Arguments for rejection

Quality of manuscript not good enough
Results not significant/no implications
The connection between the theory, method,
results and discussion is not coherent.
Presentation and style of writing
Grounding in literature is not convincing
Formal problems



Addressing feedback from reviewers
and editors

Do not argue with reviewers. Take their
comments as they are.
It is the reader/reviewer who has the privilege
of interpreting a manuscript.
View the critique as a communication
problem.

Many rejections are the result of manuscript-
journal mismatch.



How to address comments/concerns from
reviewers (”Beef up your cover letter”)

Comments by reviewers

Reviewer A argues that
literature review lacks
important contributions

Reviewer B points out that in
the methods section ….

Revisions made

To comply with this
requirement, the articles A, B
and C have been added and
are commented upon.
However, given space
limitations, it is impossible to
add more.

This has been modified so
….



Negative knowledge: What not to do
… (never!)

... have your text appear as a student essay

... poor English and poor composition

... formal mistakes such as not using the
expected referencing system and submitting
the manuscript in single format spacing
... have an uninformative abstract


