PUBLIKACNA ETIKA
CASOPISU STUDIA HISTORICA NITRIENSIA

Vydavatelom ¢asopisu Studia Historica Nitriensia (d’alej SHN) je Univerzita
Konstantina Filozofa v Nitre. Redakcia sidli na Katedre histérie FF UKF v Nitre,
HodZova 1, 949 01 Nitra. Aktudlnym $éfredaktorom je prof. Janka Heckov4, CSc.
Na strankach ¢asopisu sa publikuju origindlne prispevky z oblasti historie, ar-
cheolégie, muzeolégie. Ulohou redakénej rady je zabezpecit ¢o najvyssiu kvali-
tu publikovanych textov, ich originalitu a zabranit porusovaniu autorskej etiky.
Nizsie uvedené zasady vychadzaja z pravidiel Committee on Publication Ethics
(COPE) http:/ /publicationethics.org/resources/ guidelines

1. Uloha séfredaktora:

Séfredaktor vykonava prvé redakéné rozhodnutie, &ize predbezne posudzuje pri-
spevky dorucené na adresu redakcie, ich kompatibilitu s tematickym zameranim
¢asopisu, ako aj ich vhodnost pre zaradenie do recenzného konania. Vyradené
st prispevky, ktoré nezodpovedajt profilacii ¢asopisu, nespliajt primarne po-
ziadavky na vedecky text a evidentné porusuja etické principy publikovania.
Sporné pripady konzultuje s ¢lenmi vedeckej rady ¢asopisu. Séfredaktor moze
od autorov pozadovat nevyhnutné apravy odovzdanych textov, napriklad jeho
skratenie, prepracovanie pozndmkového aparatu v salade s pokynmi pre auto-
rov, prispdsobenie pripadného obrdazkového materidlu publika¢nym a ekono-
mickym moznostiam ¢asopisu. Séfredaktor mé zaverecné slovo pri zostavovani
jednotlivych ¢isel ¢asopisu.

2. Uloha redakénej rady:

Redaként radu ¢asopisu SHN tvori:
1. vedecka rada ¢asopisu a
2. rozsireny redakény kruh.

Clenovia vedeckej rady ¢asopisu st renomovani odbornici a autority z oblasti
histérie, archeolégie a muzeolégie zo Slovenska aj zo zahranicia. Rozsireny re-
dakény kruh tvoria odbornici, ktori st prednostne oslovovani pre potreby re-
cenzného konania. Vedecka rada ¢asopisu rozhoduje o publikovani prispevku
v Casopise v pripade, ze tspesne prejde recenznym konanim. Vedecka rada ca-
sopisu sa pri rozhodovani o publikovani, resp. nepublikovani, opiera o recenzné
posudky, vypracované oslovenymi posudzovatel'mi. Pri rozhodnutiach vedecka
rada c¢asopisu dba na dodrziavanie vSeobecne uzndvanych etickych principov
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a akademickej praxe. Vedecka rada ¢asopisu uverejriuje na web stranke etické
zasady, zasady pre recenzné konanie a aj pokyny pre autorov, ktorymi sa pri roz-
hodnutiach riadi. V pripade potreby moze vedeckd rada ¢asopisu tieto normativy
aktualizovat. Clanky v sekcii $ttdie, rozhl'ady, materialy a diskusia prechadzaja
jazykovou tpravou. Vedecka rada ¢asopisu zabezpeci na strankach ¢asopisu zve-
rejnenie oprav, reakcii zo strany vedeckej obce, pripadne ospravedlneni, ak dojde
k poruSeniu etickych principov publikovania.

3. Uloha redakcie:

Redakcia dodrZziava anonymnost autorov, recenznych posudkov ako aj dover-
nost koreSpondencie medzi autorom a redakciou. Redakcia neprijima komeré¢né
platené prispevky ani reklamné texty s vynimkou upozornenia na nové publi-
kacie z tematickych oblasti casopisu SHN, vydavané vydavatel'om ¢asopisu. Re-
dakcia dbé na to, aby nedoslo ku konfliktu zaujmov medzi autormi, recenzentmi
a ¢lenmi vedeckej rady ¢asopisu, resp. rozsireného redakéného kruhu.

4. Proces posudzovania dorucenych rukopisov:

Dorucené texty st po prvotnom vytriedeni $éfredaktorom casopisu pridelené
dvom posudzovatelom. Vedeckd rada vybera posudzovatelov. Ak je posudzo-
vatel vybrany z prostredia mimo vedeckej rady ¢asopisu alebo rozsireného re-
dakéného kruhu, budt mu spolu s textom zaslané aj zdsady publikovania v ¢a-
sopise SHN. Texty st anonymizované a pridelované dvom, v pripade kolizie
nazorov trom, posudzovatelom. Autori a recenzenti zostavaja pocas celej doby
voci sebe anonymni. Redakcia vyuziva posudkovy formulér, v ktorom sa oslove-
ni recenzenti vyjadruja k nasledovnym oblastiam:

1. k obsahu, odbornosti a vedeckej trovni textu;

2. stylu a formalnym néleZitostiam.

Recenzent moze text odporucit na publikovanie, navrhnat modifikaciu, pripadne
uplne zamietnut publikovanie textu. Ak je nutné prispevok modifikovat, pripad-
ne je aplne zamietnuté jeho publikovanie musi posudzovatel svoje rozhodnutie
jasne zdovodnit. Posudzovatelia st povinni redakciu upozornit, ak uz bol pri-
spevok publikovany v inom ¢asopise/ monogratfii, pripadne je ¢ast alebo cely text
plagidtom, alebo st informécie v texte zmanipulované. Tyka sa to aj jazykovych
mutdcii textu. Posudzovatel moéZe odmietnut vypracovat posudok na pridelent
stadiu, o ¢om musi redakciu obratom informovat. Posudzovatel sa zavazuje, Ze
bude pristupovat k posudzovaniu objektivne, vyhne sa invektivam na adresu
autora posudzovaného prispevku. V pripade, ze jeden z posudzovatel'ov text od-
poruci publikovat a druhy posudzovatel ho zamietne, redakcia zabezpeci treti,
zmierovaci posudok, ktory vypracuje redakciou osloveny odbornik. Kone¢né slo-
vo v pripade spornych textov ma $éfredaktor s vedeckou radou ¢asopisu. Vset-
ky prispevky publikované v ¢asopise musia tspesne prejst recenznym konanim,
inak nemo&zu byt publikované. Vynimku tvoria texty do rubrik kronika, recenzie
a anotacie, kde o publikovani rozhoduje $éfredaktor bez recenzného konania.
V pripade, Ze chce autor publikovat recenziu na publikaciu svojho kolegu, musi
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o tom upovedomit redakciu hned pri jej doruc¢eni na adresu redakcie. Vsetci po-
sudzovatelia sa zavdzuju, zZe obsah recenzovanych rukopisov buda povazovat
za tajny, nezneuziju ich a ziadnu ich ¢ast nepouzija vo vlastnych pracach skor
ako budu publikované a to s riadnym uvedenim autorstva.

5. Etika autora:

Autor sa zavdzuje, Zze odovzdava do redakcie originalny, povodny text, dovtedy
nepublikovany, zalozeny na vlastnom archivnom alebo pramennom vyskume.
PredloZenie rovnakého prispevku, ktory bol uz publikovany inde (vratane jazy-
kovej mutdcie) je povazované za neetické. Vynimku tvori pripad, ak bol prispe-
vok vyrazne prepracovany alebo doplneny. V takom pripade je potrebné tato
informéciu uviest v poznamke, s konkrétnym oznacenim kde bol uz pévodny
prispevok publikovany. Autori si od redakcie nemusia pytat povolenie na opa-
tovné publikovanie vlastnych textov v monografidch potom, ako uz boli publi-
kované na strankach ¢asopisu SHN. Autor nesmie publikovat prispevok v inom
¢asopise potom, ako uz bol publikovany v ¢asopise SHN. Autor sa zavadzuje, Ze sa
pripisani textu riadil etickymi zdsadami, ktoré st predpokladom toho, ze ziadna
Cast textu alebo cely prispevok nie st plagidtom a ze vysledky svojho vyskumu
nezmanipuloval. Autor sa pri pisani prispevku riadi pokynmi pre autorov, kto-
ré st zverejnené na web stranke ¢asopisu SHN v slovencine a anglictine a tiez
v printovej verzii ¢asopisu. Autor je povinny redakcii na vyZiadanie dokladovat,
ze ziskal povolenie vyuZzivat materialy, na ktoré sa vztahuju autorské prava.

Publication Ethics of the Studia Historica Nitriensia Journal

The Studia Historica Nitriensia journal (hereinafter referred to as SHN) is pub-
lished by the Constantine the Philosopher University. The address of the editorial
office is the Department of History of the Philosophical Faculty of the Constan-
tine the Philosopher University in Nitra, Hodzova 1, 949 01 Nitra. The current
editor-in-chief is prof. Janka Hec¢kova, CSc. The journal publishes original contri-
butions dealing with history, archaeology, museology. The role of the editorial
board is to guarantee the highest quality of the published texts, their originality
and prevent breaching the authorship ethics. The rules below follow from the
rules of the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) http://publicationethics.
org/resources/gudelines

1. The role of the editor-in-chief

The editor-in-chief makes the primary editing decision, i. e. they do preliminary
evaluation of the contributions delivered to the editorial office, their compatibil-
ity with the topic of the journal, as well as their suitability for reviewing process.
The contributions which do not correspond with the topic of the journal, do not
meet the primary criteria for scholarly articles and evidently breach the principles
of publication ethics are denied. The editor-in-chief discusses disputable cases
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with the members of the scientific board of the journal. They can ask the authors
to make necessary changes in the submitted articles, e. g. shortening, rewriting
footnotes in accordance with the authorship guide, adopting the figures to the
publication and economic conditions of the journal. The editor-in-chief has the
tinal word in editing individual issues of the journal.

2. The role of the editorial board

The editorial board of the SHN journal comprises:
1. the scientific board of the journal
2. wider editorial circle.

Members of the journal’s scientific board are renowned experts and authorities in
the fields of history, archaeology and museology from Slovakia as well as other
countries. The wider editorial circle comprises experts who are preferably re-
quested to review articles. The scientific board of the journal decides on publish-
ing of the contribution in the journal if it passes the reviewing process success-
fully. Deciding on publishing or not publishing, the scientific board of the journal
follows from the reviews elaborated by the reviewers. In their decisions, the sci-
entific board regards generally accepted ethical principles and academic practice.
On the website, the scientific board publishes the ethical principles, principles of
the reviewing process and instructions for authors which are essential in their de-
cisions. If necessary, the scientific board can update the norms. The articles in the
section of studies, perspectives, materials and discussion are subject to language
editing. The scientific board provides publishing corrections, reactions from the
scientific community, or possible apologies on the pages of the journal, in case of
breaching the publication ethics.

3. The role of the editorial board

The editorial board observes the anonymity of authors, reviews and confidential-
ity of the correspondence between the author and the board. The board does not
accept paid commercial contributions or advertisements, with the exception of
notes on new publications related to the topics of the SHN journal published by
the journal’s publisher. The board monitors possible conflicts of interest among
authors, reviewers and members of the scientific board of the journal or its wider
editorial circle.

4. The process of reviewing the submitted manuscripts

After the submitted manuscripts have been primarily classified by the editor-
in-chief, they are assigned to two reviewers. The scientific board decides on the
reviewers. If the reviewer is chosen outside the scientific board or the wider edi-
torial circle, the publication principles of the SHN journal shall be sent to them
together with the article. The articles are anonymous and assigned to two, in case
of coliding reviews three, reviewers. The authors and reviewers remain anony-
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mous to each other during the whole process. The editorial board uses a review
form in which the reviewers comment on the following;:

1. the content, expert and scientific level of the text;

2. style and form.

The reviewer can recommend the text for publishing, suggest modifications, or
reject publishing. If it is necessary to modify the article or it is rejected, the re-
viewer must clearly justify their decisions. The reviewers must inform the edito-
rial board if the article has been published in another journal/monograph, or it
is wholly or partially copied or the information it contains is manipulated. This
also applies to other language editions of the article. The reviewer can refuse
to review the assigned study but must inform the editorial board immediately.
The reviewer must be unbiased judging the reviewed articles, inoffensive to the
author of the reviewed article. If one of the reviewers recommends the article
for publication and the other one refuses it, the editorial board provides a third,
conciliation review elaborated by an expert. In such case, the editor-in-chief and
the scientific board of the journal have the final word. All articles published in
the journal must successfully pass the reviewing process, otherwise they can-
not be published. Articles published in the Chronicle, Reviews and Annotation
sections are exceptions; the editor-in-chief decides on publishing without the
reviewing process. If the author wants to publish a review of their colleague’s
work, they must inform the editorial board as soon as it has been delivered to
the address of the editorial board. All reviewers must consider the content of the
reviewed manuscripts confidential, they shall not abuse or use any of the articles’
parts in their own works before these articles are published, they must declare the
name of the author.

5. Author’s Ethics

The author is obligated to submit an original unpublished article based on their
own archive or resource research. Submitting an article which has been published
before (including other language editions) is considered unethical. Considerably
rewritten or completed articles are acceptable. The author must state such infor-
mation in footnotes and specify where the original article was published. The
authors do not need to ask the editorial board for permission to further publish
their own texts in monographs after they have been published on pages of the
SHN journal. The author must not publish the same article in another journal
after it has been published in the SHN journal. Writing the text, the author must
observe the ethical principles which ensure that no part of the text or the whole
text are copied and they must not manipulate the results of their research. Writ-
ing the text, the author must observe the instructions for authors published on the
SHN journal’s webpage in Slovak or English as well as in the printed version of
the journal. The author is obligated to prove their authorization to use materials
protected by copyright if asked by the editorial board.
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