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Preparing Research-Based Information for Publication by CTAHR

CTAHR no longer publishes its Research Series,
which wastargeted primarily to an audience of peersin
science and academia. Faculty who have conducted re-
search of significance to Hawaii that has not been se-
lected for publication in a journal may still desire to
maketheresults of their research effort available, which
is understandable and appropriate. This advisory offers
some suggestions on how to render research manuscripts
suitablefor publicationin accommodation with CTAHR-
PIO’s recent shift in orientation toward producing in-
formation products for awider, more general audience.

Lacking the Research Series, presenting and thus
preserving the full data of work conducted may not be
possible in a CTAHR publication. For the researcher,
the fall-back position can be that readers of a briefer
report of thework areinvited to request thefull research
report from the author. Should the author no longer be
available, readers could contact the author’s department
or the acknowledged funding agencies.

Another option is to present the work at a confer-
ence and haveit published in the conference’s proceed-
ings. This option depends on whether a conference op-
portunity arises. CTAHR will continue to publish con-
ference proceedings, although in most casesfunding for
such publications must be generated by the conference
or contributed by cooperating organizations, and edit-
ing and layout of the publication will bedoneto CTAHR
guidelines by the faculty responsible, not by PIO.

In developing reports of research-based informa-
tion for a more general audience, the basic approach
should be to make it more readily understandable to a
non-scientist. This means that you can dispense with
the scientific journal format (abstract, intro, M&Ms,
R& D, etc). In place of that format, use more descriptive
section headings. In organizing the presentation, con-
sider that your readers are entitled to aclear description
of what was done, why it was done, what it means in
theory (if applicable), and what it is good for in prac-
tice. While this may represent some challengesin writ-
ten expression, you are free of many constraints nor-
mally associated with writing for scientific journals.

For example, you are not held to the “reproducibil-
ity” standard in describing your methods, which makes
telling what was done much simpler. You can make state-

ments based on your findingswithout building into them
the full rationale that would be necessary were you ad-
dressing peersin science. You can make statements about
others' findings without citing their work in each in-
stance throughout your text, and you can thus dispense
with an exhaustive list of literature cited. (However, if
there are matters in dispute, such as contrary opinions
or findings, it may still be appropriate to cite the works
when discussing them.)

Data presentation should be simplified by limiting
it to the information most meaningful to ageneral audi-
ence of peoplewho might have someinterest in the sub-
ject. For some data, a graphic presentation may be more
useful than tabular datain conveying your findings; you
can plot the distribution of the data and label only cer-
tain points (the best, the worst, or whatever’s meaning-
ful). Tables could be ssimplified by presenting only high-
lights of the data, mentioning only afew items or vari-
ables and giving the range of the others. Tables should
be considered not as meansto archive data but as ways
to present certain information in amore convenient and
readily understood form than narrative text allows. You
don't haveto expressall findings as statementsif refering
to datain atable or figure will suffice.

Try to makethe overall presentation of information
as reader-friendly as possible. Avoid jargon, or use it
only with a“tranglation” provided upon first use. Build
explanation into your explications. Try to think of the
process as simplification and clarification, rather than
“dumbing-down.” Good writing isclear thinking, made
visible. Clear thinking should be capable of communi-
cating something to amost anyone. There should be a
“take-home message,” or perhaps a couple of levels of
message, available to the various readerswho might be
drawn to the publication by the subject matter declared
initstitle.

In many cases a scientific-journal type manuscript
can be condensed to afour-page report that would con-
vey findings to those in Hawaii likely to make use of
the information. A simpler presentation of findings will
also serve to broaden the audience of those who could
learn something from thework. PIO staff will be pleased
to work with you as you write to reach a broader spec-
trum of CTAHR’s publication audience.




