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How-to get published 
Writing for publications is a great thing for a New Professional to get involved with – it’s fun, and good for the CV, 

and leads to greater awareness of your name in the library world. This LISNPN How-To Guide summarises the 

thoughts of various people, including the editors of Gazette and Update! 

 

Ned Potter (www.thewikiman.org)   

It’s actually very easy to get some publishing under your belt fairly quickly, and once you’ve got a couple of things 

out there that may give you the confidence to aim higher. 

My list of publications is basically entirely made up of CILIP stuff, with one other journal thrown in. As a member of 

the Career Development Group as well as a member of CILIP generally, I get sent the following publications: 

 Up the Ladder (this is the Yorkshire & Humberside Branch of CDG’s newsletter) 

 Impact (the career development group journal) 

 Gazette (the CILIP news publication which goes to all circa 40,000 members)  

 Library & Information Update (monthly magazine  - one month digital, one month paper – which tends to 

cover weightier topics than Gazette and in more detail, and again goes out to everyone) 

 Yorkshire & Humberside Update (regional supplement to Update)  

All of these are full of articles written by people who volunteer to write them, or are asked to submit them. These 

aren’t peer-reviewed journals, or magazines commissioning articles for the most part – they rely on members (and 

non-members) submitting stuff to publish. When Laura Woods and I started the Library Routes Project, she just 

contacted Debbie Raven (editor of Gazette) and explained what we were doing, and Debbie said she would love an 

article about it – Laura submitted something later in the week and then that was it, she was published! Once you get 

your name around people come back to you because they know you can be relied upon – so when Laura published 

an interesting blog post about tweeting at conferences, Debby got back in touch and asked her to formalise it for 

publication in Gazette – bang, publication number two for Woodsiegirl! This got so much attention at her work 

(Gazette is after all very widely read among library professionals) that she was invited onto a marketing strategy 

group as a result of it being read by the Head of Marketing at her firm. So this stuff really can benefit your career.  

http://www.thewikiman.org/
http://libraryroutesproject.wikkii.com/


I’ve written a couple of articles for Up the Ladder (one about this very network), one for Impact, one for Library & 

Information Update, and I’ll try and follow my own advice and get one about LISNPN into Gazette. (Watch this space 

–will be very embarrassing if I fail!) All followed similar processes to the ones I’ve described above – the editor of Up 

the Ladder asked me to do the first one, and after that I was trusted to do the second one when I asked if I could 

write about LISNPN. My article in Impact was a shortened version of the paper I presented at New Professionals 

2009, but I’ve since been asked to write another one – again because they know me, and it’s easy to ask people you 

know. The Update one I was really chuffed with – I love Update, it’s my favourite publication that CILIP make, so I 

just emailed the editor and explained that I had this blog post on the Echo Chamber that I wanted to reach a wider 

audience. She didn’t really know what I was on about, so I just wrote the article – I already had the raw material – 

and sent it in; the editor said “that’s smashing”, and it came out in July. The whole business of formalising blog posts 

into proper articles is well worth pursuing.  

I’ve also had an article about Library Routes in ALISS Quarterly, a non-CILIP proper journal – the editor approached 

me and asked me if I’d like to write something, because Library Routes has got a lot of attention. If you make things 

happen for yourself, they also seem to happen more easily without you having to do anything, too!  

I also submitted an article to the Times Higher – they said I made some important points but that they didn’t have 

room for it as an article, could I re-submit it as a letter. Not ideal, I thought, but I’ll do it anyway. On the day of 

publication, the University Press Officer whose job it is to comb all publications looking for reference to the Uni, sent 

the Librarian, the Deputy Librarian and the Head of HR a list of all the Leeds-related stuff in that day’s Times Higher – 

so that ended up making me look proactive, reflective, and all that other stuff bosses like. It was only a letter, but it 

helped put me on their radar, which is great.  

So the point of all this is to say that, if you want to get started in the process of getting published, there are a few 

things to remember. Any publishing experience is good experience – you can add it to your CV until eventually you 

do something better to replace it. Look at the CILIP publications you already ready, because they need articles. 

Develop colloquial blog posts into formal articles. And just email editors and offer them stuff – sometimes they’ll 

just say yes! Don’t send them the whole article straight away – just say enough for them to know who you are and 

what you want to write about, and why; they’re more likely to reply to that than a 1000 word essay email, and you 

can give them more information then.  Basically, just try stuff and see what comes off.  

Have a look also at A Library Writer’s Blog - http://librarywriting.blogspot.com/ - this is a blog dedicated to drawing 

your attention to calls for papers, requests for articles and book chapters etc.  

There is more on writing for CILIP publications below, from two of their editors, then Jo Alcock focuses more on the 

peer-review side of things, and finally Ian Clark explains his very positive Guardian experience.  

 

Debby Raven, editor of CILIP Gazette 
(http://www.cilip.org.uk/publications/gazette/Pages/default.aspx)  

I’d say my main job for CILIP is to find interesting writing by interesting people. So there’s nothing I like better than 

someone getting in touch with and article idea. Second best is suggestions of issues they’d like covered, without an 

offer to write – extremely valuable too. 

But idea + author – it’s a double win.   

You may be confused by the different remits of CILIP’s two publications. Please don’t be put off as we often pass 

suggestions between us. Gazette’s main two focuses are on people’s careers and the products and services that they 

need. It has more of an emphasis on practical guidance for LIS people in their day-to-day jobs. (Update is… 

everything else – in more depth.) 

http://librarywriting.blogspot.com/
http://www.cilip.org.uk/publications/gazette/Pages/default.aspx


Personal accounts are particularly appreciated: your career; an unusual work pattern; job seeking tales good or bad; 

how you got into the profession; how you keep up with professional development (perhaps using blogs, websites, 

Twitter); how you are using social networking in your working lives or facilitating it for your users in the library. 

Comment pieces are great too; and you get to put your own opinions across. 

I rarely reject an idea as unsuitable; I would normally suggest a few tweaks, a different angle, or more detail if 

needed. This usually results in a successful piece. 

I will discuss deadlines, and probably suggest seeing a rough draft before the final piece. 

The process usually goes remarkably smoothly. The worst thing you could do is to go quiet before a deadline, then 

suddenly say you can’t meet it. It is much better to give advance warning if you’re struggling for time. This is quite 

understandable - you’re fitting in writing on top of your job after all – and I will be able to make other plans if you 

warn me. 

I love hearing from New Professionals and I’m sure the readers do too. I am really delighted by the writing skills out 

there among non-professional writers, and the dedication to and pleasure LIS people get from their jobs.  

So do get in touch: 

Debby Raven, Editor, CILIP Gazette 

debbyraven@btconnect.com 

0141 334 6019 

Twitter: @cilipgazette 

 

Elspeth Hyams, editor of Library & Information Update 
(http://www.cilip.org.uk/publications/update-magazine/Pages/default.aspx) 

Forget everything you ever learned about academic essays.  What makes you want to read on?  Update's a 

practitioner journal and practitioners are busy people.  So think about your audience and the sort of knowledge or 

insight that might turn around a practical problem they might be facing. Then think of a hook that would get you 

reading.  You've a split second before they turn the page. 

Of course, we also encourage reflective practice, but if you don't set out the context and the dilemma, and also bury 

your significant finding in the middle or at the end of the article, you will have lost your reader.  Interest them in the 

dilemma and tell them what they're going to learn. We like lively, informal language.  So, if you can help readers 

tackle a tricky problem, or you have had a brilliant insight (and it's on a topic - or aspect of one - we haven't covered 

before) do get in touch.   

Don't forget to 'sell' your story to the editor.  Why should we want to publish it?  Your 'pitch' should, in an ideal 

world, give us the 'standfirst' - the lead in to the article, after the headline.  As for the appropriate publication, 

Update takes hard news, and we like longer, more analytical features and big issues in current practice.  Or comment 

- opinion. Don't worry if you can't decide whether to approach Update or Gazette.  If the topic is one that sits 

comfortably in either publication, we editors will confer about the best place.  Just don't be shy.  Remember, most 

people are at their most interesting when they talk shop. 

update@cilip.org.uk. 

mailto:debbyraven@btconnect.com
http://www.cilip.org.uk/publications/update-magazine/Pages/default.aspx
mailto:update@cilip.org.uk


 

Jo Alcock (www.joeyanne.co.uk)  

Most of my publications so far have been in CILIP related publications, and through contacts I’ve made both at face-

to-face networking events and online. I’d certainly echo Ned’s advice for getting yourself out there if you want to get 

some publications under your belt. If you write a blog, you already have much of the content you need and 

publications often arise through blogging. Editors are always looking for new material and if they spot a blog post 

that fits in with their publication theme, they may well ask you if you’d like to repurpose it as an article. They’ll also 

get to know your specialist interests, so blog about things you really care about; editors may then contact you if they 

are looking for an article in an area they know you are knowledgeable or passionate about. This is actually the way 

my first peer-reviewed paper came about. 

I’d written a bit about some of the Library 2.0 work I’d been doing – blogging, social networking, online collaboration 

etc., when I was approached by Brian Kelly who was putting together a conference paper about Library 2.0. He 

wanted to feature experiences from different types of libraries, and asked if I’d be willing to write a short case study 

about Library 2.0 from an academic library perspective. As this is one of my main interests and I was keen to get 

more writing experience, I happily obliged. I wrote a guest blog post for UK Web Focus, which was edited for 

inclusion in a conference paper for the Bridging Worlds conference in Singapore. Sadly I didn’t get to attend the 

conference (boo!), but after the conference we were one of the conference papers selected for inclusion in 

Program: Electronic Library and Information Systems, published by Emerald. As I was a contributor and not the 

main author, I simply had to give my permission for it to be repurposed and published; Brian handled much of the 

rest of the process. I signed a copyright form and couldn't republish the article elsewhere until the embargo was 

lifted (though we had special permission to have a copy in University of Bath's repository as it was a UKOLN paper). It 

also took a lot longer to see it in print (obvious really due to reviewing process but I was surprised at just how long!). 

To give an idea, the conference was in October 2008 and the article was published in August 2009. Peer-reviewed 

articles also tend to have stricter rules and regulations to follow - they usually require an abstract (in this particular 

case it had to have a structured abstract), they tend to have more regulations regarding word count and style of 

writing, and you often need to provide metadata (keywords) for indexing.  

My second (sort of) peer-reviewed article was an event report following sponsored attendance at LILAC 2010. I say 

sort of as the article was reviewed by journal editors but I'm not sure if there may be a longer reviewing process for 

the research articles published in the journal (mine was published in the Conference Corner section). This was my 

first venture into getting a solo peer-reviewed article published, and was a bit of a learning curve as I didn’t realise 

there would be quite so much back and forth! It was published in Journal of Information Literacy which is an online 

only peer-reviewed journal. The main thing to note is that Journal of Information Literacy handle all their article 

submissions using an online tracking system; I imagine the same system is used for other journals. The author 

uploads the first draft for review (along with details of author/s, article and appropriate metadata), and at each 

stage of the process the online area is updated to show current progress. The actual editing is currently done offline 

so new versions are uploaded at each stage. Some editors used Microsoft Word's track changes features which 

helped me easily see the amendments. The article content is reviewed initially, and once that has been finalised 

(which may go through a few iterations), the layout is finalised.  At each stage, it comes back to you for approval 

before progressing; the system sends emails to notify you when action is needed. The process was far quicker this 

time (a couple of months), but as mentioned it was only an event report not a research article - I imagine these 

would take longer.  

If you’re interested in publishing a peer-reviewed article, just bear in mind that there may well be a number of 

amendments you’ll need to make, the process will take longer, and it may not be the right subject for the journal so 

could mean a number of submissions before you get it published. One last bit of advice – make sure you read the 

scope of the journal to ensure your idea for an article fits the journal brief, and follow any of the specific journal 

http://www.joeyanne.co.uk/


guidelines in terms of word count, style of writing etc. This should help make the process a little more seamless. 

Main thing though is the same as Ned mentioned, get yourself out there and give it a go!  

Ian Clark (http://thoughtsofawannabelibrarian.wordpress.com/) recently had a piece published on 

the Guardian’s website, so we asked him to tell us all about the process:  

A few weeks back I was having a look at the Comment is Free pages on The Guardian website and noticed that they 

had a section for readers to contribute articles on subjects of their choice.  All they required was an email pitching an 

idea alongside a bit of background information about yourself. As I was disappointed with the recent Newsnight 

special and the fact an 'outsider' represented the service, I thought it was time that someone who actually works in 

libraries should speak out.  It's all very well waiting for someone else to speak up on your behalf, but it is far better 

to seize the initiative and take a chance.   When pitching the idea to The Guardian, I tried to really sell the piece to 

them and, instead of just referring to the immediate situation facing libraries, I tried to broaden it out by referring to 

their impact on society as a whole in the digital age (hence the points about the spread of mis-information).  My 

hope was that, by broadening it out, it would be of interest to a wider audience than just information professionals. 

 There was no point writing it as if it were for a professional journal. A newspaper audience is far broader and so the 

piece needs to reflect this in its content.  After sending the pitch, I then received an email asking for a 700-800 word 

article (including hyperlinks) for their consideration.  It was suggested that the piece should refer to other relevant 

CiF pieces as well as relevant news stories. As the piece was limited in terms of word count, I felt I could not do 

justice to every aspect of the service so I decided to focus on one area, an area that people often overlook when it 

comes to the profession. I knew I would be criticised for overlooking traditional elements, but I felt it was important 

to raise awareness of other aspects of the service. Besides, the comments section would enable a wider discussion. 

So, I sent the completed article off (with as many relevant links as I could get together) and was told that they were 

going to publish it on the website once the editor returned from her leave - much to my delight! 

I think the key thing was to try and broaden the piece out beyond simply writing about library closures or the 

profession in general. By writing something only professionals are interested in simply reinforces the 'echo chamber' 

and is, in my opinion, a lost opportunity to raise awareness amongst the broader public of the role of librarians and 

libraries in the 21st century. Sometimes you have to seek these opportunities out rather than wait for them to come 

to you...libraries are too important to allow 'outsiders' to take the initiative. 

 

http://thoughtsofawannabelibrarian.wordpress.com/

