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for more copy
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“Thin "Weta" this time? - well, you didn't sent that copy in” [sic]
The Editor The Weta 2:12 (1978)

Like some of our predecessors (e.g. Tenquist 1977; Leader 2014) we begin
our tenure as editors of The Weta by considering the remit and scope of the
bulletin, and making a request for the submission of more papers. We
realize that there is increasing pressure for professional entomologists to
develop a portfolio of published work of increasing size and quality. These
days, a CV containing an impressive publication list in terms of numbers
of papers and a presence in high impact journals is almost an essential
prerequisite for achieving even steady career advancement. In New
Zealand this phenomenon is compounded by the Performance-Based
Research Fund exercise, which rewards establishments whose staff
members have published high numbers of papers in high-ranking journals.
These high quality publications generally require high quality funding, but
without the papers the funding is difficult to obtain, and without the
funding it is difficult to carry out high quality research .... and so the circle
continues (McGilvray 2014). Not surprisingly, this situation tends not to
motivate authors to publish their findings in a society bulletin such as this,
especially if there is even the slimmest of chances the work may
eventually find its way into a more prestigious journal.

For those of us old enough to remember the publication process in the
previous millennium the current options for publishing scientific work can
seem mind boggling. Back-in-the-day, you submitted your ‘three hard
copies, double spaced’, usually waited a few months for a reply, and, if all
went well and proofs were accepted, looked forward to receiving your
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hardcopy offprints in the mail. These days there are multifarious options
regarding email or online submission, early access, open access, pre-press,
processing charges, page fees, membership fees, institutional fees,
supplementary information, data depositories and video inserts. Publishers
encourage authors to advertise and publicise their papers using social
media forums such as Facebook and Twitter, and your ‘reads’, citations
and metrics of ‘esteem’ can be monitored daily using Research Gate and
Google Scholar.

Additionally, the number of journals, both paper and virtual, where
entomologists are able to publish their work has increased dramatically.
When we started our academic careers in the UK in the mid-1980s,
entomology papers seemed to appear in one of two formats. There were
full scientific papers in journals such as (the fairly-newly created)
Ecological Entomology, Journal of Animal Ecology, Journal of Zoology
and even Nature, with agricultural entomology papers appearing in
journals such as Annals of Applied Biology and Entomologia
Experimentalis et Applicata. For smaller entomological papers (a
disproportionate number of which seemed to be written by retired
servicemen or members of the clergy) there was a range of smaller
entomological journals available, such as Enfomologist’s Monthly
Magazine, Entomologist's Record and Journal of Variation and The
British Journal of Entomology and Natural History.

These latter ‘amateur entomology’ journals are still going strong, primarily
publishing short papers and notes, with a regional ‘British Isles’ focus and
an emphasis on field work and natural history. Most volumes include
species lists, new biogeographical records at national and local (‘county’)
level, new host plant records, behavioural observations, and comments on
possible changes in seasonality or phenology. There are also descriptions
of new methods for collecting, rearing, breeding, preservation and curation
of insects. Papers tend to be written in a more relaxed style than more
rigorous scientific journals, and were - and still are - used and read by
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academics, applied scientists, museum curators, amateur entomologists
and collectors.

The treatment of submissions by editors and reviewers of these bulletins
tends to be benevolent, and generally forward-looking, thus creating an
ideal environment for students to publish their work whilst avoiding
exposure to the sometimes brutal and unmoving nature of the full peer-
review process. The research presented in student conference posters can
take only a little re-working to be converted into a publishable Short
Communication that captures the details of the work (Leader 2014).
Masters and PhD students may wish to publish their early findings or the
optimization of some method or technique, while ‘honours’ students may
also be keen to publish their results in order to both publicise their findings
and to trigger their research CVs. Similarly, students who have made some
interesting observations or new findings during a taught undergraduate
ecology or entomology field trip are often highly motivated to produce
their first publication if supported by a considerate and enthusiastic
lecturer (e.g. Hodge et al. 1996).

Many of the papers contained within these entomological bulletins may
not be of great importance to an international audience, but can still be of
great relevance and interest to regional entomologists, ecologists,
conservationists and agriculturalists. And this, we feel, is surely the role of
The Weta: to publish a wide variety of shorter entomology papers for
people who have an interest in the entomology of New Zealand and wider
South Pacific region (e.g. Patrick & Patrick, 2002; Prasad et al. 2014). On
the first page of the first edition of 7he Weta, John Tenquist wrote that the
new bulletin was “a vehicle in which amateur entomologists could record
their findings - findings which, while of interest to other entomologists did
not warrant-formal publication.” We now feel that the restriction to
amateur entomologists is outdated, and that the bulletin should be a forum
for academic, government, consultant, and pure and applied entomologists
alike. Our first edition of The Weta contains good examples of the papers
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we feel this publication should be aiming for: descriptions of behaviour,
new biogeographical records, new host records (for herbivores and
parasitoids), and accounts of field and laboratory entomological
techniques. We can probably add to this list many other types of paper
that, given current trends in entomology, ecology and systematics, would
also be appropriate. For example, short notes on how new innovative
molecular methods and software packages for analysing or visualising
ecological data are benefitting entomologists might be suitable, as would
reports from ‘citizen science’ schemes, ‘bio-blitzes’ and school-based
projects. Short review papers, especially those covering taxa, habitats or
regions that have received little prior attention, would be welcomed, as
these may instigate further research into these neglected areas.

Returning to the first page of the first edition of The Weta, John Tenquist
went on to say that he “no longer believes in fairies, and does not expect
copy to be handed to him on a plate”. Following the edict of ‘absence of
evidence is not evidence of absence’, we remain undecided on the
existence of fairies, but would still really appreciate it if you all sent in
more papers.
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