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Abstract: A growing interest in and concern about the adequacy and fairness of modern peer-review practices in publication and
funding are apparent across a wide range of scientific disciplines. Although questions about reliability, accountability, reviewer
bias, and competence have been raised, there has been very little direct research on these variables.

The present investigation was an attempt to study the peer-review process directly, in the natural setting of actual journal referee
evaluations of submitted manuscripts. As test materials we selected 12 already published research articles by investigators from
prestigious and highly productive American psychology departments, one article from each of 12 highly regarded and widely read
American psychology journals with high rejection rates (80%) and nonblind refereeing practices.

With fictitious names and institutions substituted for the original ones (e.g., Tri-Valley Center for Human Potential), the altered
manuscripts were formally resubmitted to the journals that had originally refereed and published them 18 to 32 months earlier. Of
the sample of 38 editors and reviewers, only three (8%) detected the resubmissions. This result allowed nine of the 12 articles to
continue through the review process to receive an actual evaluation: eight of the nine were rejected. Sixteen of the 18 referees
(89%) recommended against publication and the editors concurred. The grounds for rejection were in many cases described as
"serious methodological flaws." A number of possible interpretations of these data are reviewed and evaluated.

Keywords: bias; evaluation; journal review system; manuscript review; peer review; publication practices; ratings; refereeing;
reliability; science management

Journal articles serve an important function in provid- plines represented by those calling for improvements in
ing scientists with information about new ideas and the review practices of journals, it would appear that
discoveries in their areas of interest. Published papers criticism of the review process is not limited to one or
also serve as vehicles for personal advancement, job two areas, but rather extends across many fields of
security, and continued research opportunities. In science. (In the social sciences, see Brackbill & Korton
academic settings the "publication count" is often a 1970; Crane 1967; Gove 1979; McCartney 1973; Revusky
factor in determining salary or merit-pay increments, 1977; Tobach 1980; Walster & Cleary 1970; in the
grant funding, promotion, and tenure (Gottfredson 1978; physical and medical sciences, Cicchetti & Conn 1976;
Scott 1974). Getting research published can also have M. D. Gordon 1980; Hamad 1979; Ingelfinger 1974;
consequences for entire academic departments. Sum- Jones 1974; McCutchen 1976; Ruderfer 1980; Stumpf
maries periodically appear in the literature that rank 1980; Zuckerman & Merton 1973.)
both the overall and the per capita productivity of A major portion of the criticism of the journal review
departments of psychology (e.g., Cox & Catt 1977; system has concerned the reliability of peer review.
Endler, Rushton & Roediger 1978; Roose & Anderson Empirical evidence concerning reviewer reliability has,
1970). Such rankings can establish a psychology depart- until recently, been rather meager, considering the
ment's reputation, which can potentially affect the importance of this topic. Most of the reviewer-reliability
number and quality of graduate students applying for literature has been contributed by social scientists, more
advanced degrees, the awarding of competitive funds, specifically, by psychologists and sociologists. With a few
and the pride and self-esteem of individual faculty exceptions (Crandall 1978a; Scarr & Weber 1978), the
members. results of these investigations have not been encourag-

Although many are undoubtedly content with the ing. Interrater agreement between the reviewers of a
peer-review practices employed by modern research manuscript, measured by a variety of rating scales and
journals, a growing number of psychologists have raised statistical analyses, is typically reported as low to moder-
important questions about the adequacy of the review ate, with intraclass correlation coefficients of 0.55 at best
system. Moreover, judging from the variety of disci- (Bowen, Perloff& Jacoby 1972; Cicchetti 1980; Cicchetti
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ABSTRACT 
Material artifacts are passed down as a way of sustaining 
relationships and family history. However, new issues are 
emerging as families are increasingly left with the digital 
remains of their loved ones. We designed three devices to 
investigate how digital materials might be passed down, 
lived with and inherited in the future. We conducted in-
home interviews with 8 families using the devices to pro-
voke discussion about how technology might support (or 
complicate) their existing practices. Sessions revealed fami-
lies desired to treat their archives in ways not fully sup-
ported by technology as well as potential tensions that 
could emerge. Findings are interpreted to detail design con-
siderations for future work in this emerging space.  

Author Keywords 
Technology Heirlooms; Memories; Digital Inheritance; 
Design-oriented HCI; Technology Probes; Design  

ACM Classification Keywords 
H5.m. Information interfaces and presentation (e.g., HCI): 
Miscellaneous.  

INTRODUCTION  
Material artifacts are passed down across generations of 
family members as a way of sustaining social relationships 
and bolstering ideas of shared heritage, history and values. 
These heirloom objects often offer connections to the past 
that extend before and potentially beyond the current own-
er’s life. As we live more of our lives “online”, it is interest-
ing to ask how digital content will find its place among 
these physical collections of things that connect us to the 
past.  After all, digital technology makes it possible for 
people to accumulate vast and diverse digital archives. In 
the future will children look back over their grandmother’s 
digital photos or Facebook content to explore what her life 
was like? Will these digital things be passed down the same 
way as physical things are?  

Figure 1. The three ‘technology heirloom’ devices: the Time-
card (left), BackupBox (center), and the Digital Slide Viewer 
(right).  

Research in the HCI community has illustrated a diverse 
range of ways people are drawing on digital objects to re-
flect on and reminisce about the past [e.g., 14]. Very recent 
work has described new complications that are emerging as 
loved ones pass away and leave complex assortments of 
digital remains for the living to come to terms with [e.g., 
16, 19]. Many of these issues point to the fact that we are 
seeing a proliferation of personally meaningful digital arti-
facts. However, little work to date has progressed beyond 
explorations of current practice to explore how these sensi-
tive materials might persist over time, across owners and 
across generations in the future.  

With this in mind, we designed three devices (see Figure 1) 
as a way of encouraging people to think more concretely 
about how digital materials might be inherited in the future.  
The aim was to use these design artifacts to explore how the 
processes of passing down digital materials among family 
members might be better supported as well as to reveal po-
tential unintended consequences that could emerge. They 
are: the Digital Slide Viewer, which packages treasured 
family photo albums in the form factor of a traditional slide 
viewer; Timecard, a device that enables people to assemble, 
present and hide away digital content of multiple family 
members along a chronological timeline; and Backup Box, 
which locally stores a person’s Twitter archive on a daily 
basis in a form that can be handed down. We conducted in-
home interviews with 8 families, using the devices to pro-
voke discussions about how technology might fit within (or 
complicate) their practices of inheriting and passing down 
digital collections in the future. These sessions opened up 
discussions that provided insights into how families desired 
to treat their archives in ways not fully supported by tech-
nology. They also revealed emergent tensions as members 
critically considered futures embodied by (and beyond) the 
devices and reflected on consequences that could emerge. 

 
Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this work for
personal or classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are
not made or distributed for profit or commercial advantage and that copies
bear this notice and the full citation on the first page. To copy otherwise,
or republish, to post on servers or to redistribute to lists, requires prior
specific permission and/or a fee. 
CHI’12, May 5–10, 2012, Austin, Texas, USA. 
Copyright 2012 ACM 978-1-4503-1015-4/12/05...$10.00. 
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seeing a proliferation of personally meaningful digital arti-
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across generations in the future.  

With this in mind, we designed three devices (see Figure 1) 
as a way of encouraging people to think more concretely 
about how digital materials might be inherited in the future.  
The aim was to use these design artifacts to explore how the 
processes of passing down digital materials among family 
members might be better supported as well as to reveal po-
tential unintended consequences that could emerge. They 
are: the Digital Slide Viewer, which packages treasured 
family photo albums in the form factor of a traditional slide 
viewer; Timecard, a device that enables people to assemble, 
present and hide away digital content of multiple family 
members along a chronological timeline; and Backup Box, 
which locally stores a person’s Twitter archive on a daily 
basis in a form that can be handed down. We conducted in-
home interviews with 8 families, using the devices to pro-
voke discussions about how technology might fit within (or 
complicate) their practices of inheriting and passing down 
digital collections in the future. These sessions opened up 
discussions that provided insights into how families desired 
to treat their archives in ways not fully supported by tech-
nology. They also revealed emergent tensions as members 
critically considered futures embodied by (and beyond) the 
devices and reflected on consequences that could emerge. 

Physical objects are being inherited and this forms a 
relationship between the family generations. These days, we 
also need to deal with the digital inheritance of our loved 
ones. This papers will investigate how digital materials may 
be passed on, lived with and inherited in the future. For this 
purpose we designed three devices and evaluated them 
through interviews with eight families. The devices 
provoked conversations how technical solutions might help 
or hinder their current practices. The results showed that 
technology is currently not completely supporting the 
families' needs and that some tensions may emerge. We 
provide design recommendations for future work by 
interpreting the results. 
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Atomic Energy will  have been made available to a single 
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Abstract 
Atomic Physics and I shall not have the same problem with a separate 
section for a very long long way. Nuclear weapons will not have to 
come out the same day after a long time of the year he added the two 
sides will have the two leaders to take the same way to bring up to 
their long ways of the same as they will have been a good place for a 
good time at home the united front and she is a great place for a 
good time. The atoms of a better universe will have the right for the 
same as you are the way we shall have to be a great place for a 
great time to enjoy the day you are a wonderful person to your great 
time to take the fun and take a great time and enjoy the great day 
you will be a wonderful time for your parents and kids. Molecular 
diagnostics will have been available for the rest by a single day and a 
good day to the rest have a wonderful time and aggravation for the 
rest day at home time for the two of us will have a great place for the 
rest to be great for you tomorrow and tomorrow after all and I am a 
very happy boy to the great day and I hope he is wonderful. 
Nevertheless I have to go back home to nuclear power to the united 
way she is to be the first woman united to work on their own and the 
rest will be the same way as she will have to come back to work and 
we are still not the way we shall have the united side and we are not 
the same way she is the way she said the same as she was a good 
time. Physics are great but the way it does it makes you want a good 
book and I will pick it to the same time I am just a little more than I can 
play for later and then it is very very good for a good game. Nuclear 
energy is not a nuclear nuclear power to the nuclear nuclear program 
he added and the nuclear nuclear program is a good united state of 
the nuclear nuclear power program and the united way nuclear nuclear 
program nuclear. Scientist and I have been very good to me today I 
hope I have to work on tomorrow after work today so far but I'm still 
going for tomorrow night at work today but I'm not going home said I 
am a good friend and a great time for the rest I have been doing. 
Physics are great but the same as you have been able and the same 
way to get the rest to your parents. Atoms for a play of the same as 
you can do with a great time to take the rest to your parents or you 
will be  nucleus a great time for a great place. Power is not a great 
place for a good time. 
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Abstract
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off
your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off
your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off
your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me
off your fucking mailing list. Get me off your
fucking mailing list. Get me off your fucking
mailing list.

1 Introduction
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off
your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off
your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off

your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me off
your fucking mailing list. Get me off your fuck-
ing mailing list. Get me off your fucking mail-
ing list. Get me off your fucking mailing list.
Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me
off your fucking mailing list. Get me off your
fucking mailing list.

Get me off your fucking mailing list. Get me
off your fucking mailing list. Get me off your
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The role of social robots in a post Covid-19 society 
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Abstract: 

The global Covid-19 crisis has set unique challenges for the development of social robots. Their role in 
the prevention and management of virus transmissions is shifting paradigms towards more agile 
development processes that are based on holistic values and synergistic alignments that incentivize a 
sustainable impact. Focus is shifting towards core competencies that include customer journeys that 
follow an inclusive and co-design driven drill down in big data disruptions. This growth strategies need 
to be accommodated by hyper local innovations that are optimized for mobile robotic solutions. The key 
to target these low hanging fruits is the storyscaping of user scenarios that facilitate transparency. 
Thought leaders across the industry identified the viral impact that influencer have on the acceptance of 
robots in society. The post-truth relationship management between the content creators for robotic 
platforms and the user eco-system will lead to a reframing the growth strategies of hardware and software 
innovators. 
 
Short Biography: 
Dr. Christoph Bartneck is an associate professor and director of postgraduate studies at the HIT Lab NZ 
of the University of Canterbury. He has a background in Industrial Design and Human-Computer 
Interaction, and his projects and studies have been published in leading journals, newspapers, and 
conferences. His interests lie in the fields of Human-Computer Interaction, Science and Technology 
Studies, and Visual Design. 
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From: Paul NELSON paul.e.a.nelson@gmail.com
Subject: Do not blackmail the Publishers and the Journals, please

Date: 17 June 2023 at 12:12 AM
To: christoph.bartneck@canterbury.ac.nz, info@canterbury.ac.nz
Cc: govt.nz@dia.govt.nz, privacy@dia.govt.nz, police@dia.govt.nz

Some people who received this message don't often get email from paul.e.a.nelson@gmail.com.
Learn why this is important

Dear Prof. Bartneck

Our Colleagues informed us that you maintain a web page
https://www.human-robot-interaction.org/tag/fraud/
where under the tile
"Flaky Conferences, Symposiums and Forums"
 you claim that our Journal is a FRAUD

You had never sent an article in our Journal though and
you have never asked us
the list of the Reviewers or at least a sample of the review
process

So, your web page https://www.human-robot-
interaction.org/tag/fraud/
is unacceptable and outrageous and you must remove it avoiding
any similar web page in the future

Νobody from your team examined us and nobody from  your team
asked to receive  the list of the reviewers etc etc

So, remove your  unacceptable and outrageous Web Page
otherwise we will send complaints to the New Zealand Government,
New
Zealand Ministry of Education and New Zealand Ministry of
Commerce
about this web page because you distort the competition
between
Publishers and Institutions that publish Journals and organize
conferences.

Remove immediately  the https://www.human-robot-
interaction.org/tag/fraud/

Of course, we will not reveal our name at the moment for obvious
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After

Reject Accept

Before

Reject 156 5

Accept 3 46



Why the reluctance to reflect?



Over Competitiveness



Early Career 
Research

Careers outside science

Non-university
Research (industry, 
government etc.)

Permanent
Research Staff

Professor

53%

47%

30%

17%

26.5%

3.5% 0.45%

 Careers in and outside science

The Scientific Century securing our future prosperity, The Royal Society, 2010 



















How Professors Spend Their Time

How they actually

spend their time:

Teaching
59%

Service
23%

Research
18%

Research

175%

Teaching 20%

“Service” 20%

Don’t tell me

what to do

How departments expect 
them to spend their time:

How professors would 
like to spend their time:

Source: Higher Education Research Institute Survey (1999) PHDCOMICS
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New Zealand Funding



The university as a company.



When we abandon truth for money,

then might is right!



Thank you.


