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Informed Consent

Informed Consent Form
  

 This research is being conducted by Professor Robert Bloomfield, Professor Kristina
Rennekamp, and Blake Steenhoven, a PhD student at Cornell University. We are asking you to
participate in a research study to help us better understand the effects of discretion in the
accounting publication process. This form is designed to give you information about this
study. We will describe this study to you and answer any of your questions.

 

PROJECT TITLE: Impacts of Author Discretion on the Quality of Published Accounting
Research  

 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: 
Robert Bloomfield
Johnson Graduate School of Management

 rjb9@cornell.edu
 (607) 255-9407

 

WHAT THIS STUDY IS ABOUT: The purpose of this research study is to better understand
researchers’ perceptions about authors’ use of discretion in the accounting publication
process, and how the publication process might be improved.  

 

WHAT WE WILL ASK YOU TO DO: If you agree to participate in this study, you will be asked to
provide your opinions on various areas of author discretion in the accounting research
process. We will also invite you to anonymously share any specific experiences you have had
that relate to the discretion areas that we outline.  You should be able to complete the survey
in approximately 20 to 30 minutes.  

 

RISKS AND DISCOMFORTS: We do not anticipate any risks from participating in this
research.  

 

BENEFITS: There are no direct benefits to you as a participant. However, we expect your
participation to result in valuable benefits to society by helping us learn more about how
authors use discretion in their published research   

 

mailto:rjb9@cornell.edu
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PAYMENT FOR PARTICIPATION: There is no payment for taking part in this study. 

PRIVACY/CONFIDENTIALITY: In order to target survey respondents of interest, we emailed
you directly to invite you to participate. Thus your email address is recorded along with your
responses. However, we will delete all identifying email information before analyzing any
data. No personally identifying information will be tied to your responses in our analyses, and
none of the authors will know your identity when looking at responses. Publications or
presentations of findings will include only aggregated or anonymous data. This high level of
anonymity is provided so you can respond openly and honestly to the study questions. We
anticipate that your participation in this survey presents no greater risk than everyday use of
the internet.  

 

TAKING PART IS VOLUNTARY: Your participation in this study is entirely voluntary. There will
not be a penalty if you decline to participate. You may decline to answer any questions or
discontinue participation at any time without penalty.   

 

IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS: The main researcher conducting this study is Professor Robert
Bloomfield at Cornell University. If you have questions later, you may contact Robert
Bloomfield at rjb9@cornell.edu or at 607-255-9407. If you have questions or concerns
regarding your rights as a subject in this study, you may contact the Cornell Institutional
Review Board (IRB) for Human Participants at 607-255-6182, irbhp@cornell.edu or access
their website at http://www.irb.cornell.edu. You may also report your concerns or complaints
anonymously through Ethicspoint online at www.hotline.cornell.edu or by calling toll free at
1-866-293-3077. Ethicspoint is an independent organization that serves as a liaison between
the University and the person bringing the complaint so that anonymity can be ensured.

 

If you would like a copy of this form to keep for your records, please print it now.  
 

If you agree to participate, please click the “next” button below. By beginning the survey, you
acknowledge that you have read this information and agree to participate in this research,
with the knowledge that you are free to withdraw your participation at any time without
penalty.
 

Introduction/Demographics

mailto:irbhp@cornell.edu
http://www.irb.cornell.edu/
http://www.hotline.cornell.edu/
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As noted in the invitation email, you received this survey because you have published in one or more of

the following journals in the past 10 years:

Accounting, Organizations, and Society

The Accounting Review

Contemporary Accounting Research

The Journal of Accounting and Economics 

The Journal of Accounting Research

Review of Accounting Studies 

A typical editorial process in these journals allows researchers a great deal of discretion in how they
conduct and report empirical studies. In this survey, we ask you to share your thoughts on how you and
other researchers use that discretion.

A few important things to point out:

You can save your responses at any time if you want to consider your answers before submitting.

You can return to each page and revise your answer before submitting. 

It is fine to discuss your responses with others, but your answers should be your own.

Your responses to our survey questions will be anonymous.

Thank you for taking part in this survey. Your responses are extremely valuable to us. We strongly
encourage you to share your thoughts freely throughout the survey.

  
 

We start by asking you to identify your primary method for empirical research.  We have limited our
demographic questions to protect respondents’ privacy.

What data source is most common in your own research?

What is your current rank?

Pre-existing Data Archives (CRSP, Compustat, IRS, BLS, etc.)

Laboratory Experiments

Field Experiments

Surveys

Field Studies / Field Work

Other
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We now ask for your thoughts about some common areas where researchers have discretion over how
they conduct their studies and report their results.   
 
For each, we will ask about how these areas of discretion affect the quality of published accounting
research, and any other thoughts you might like to add. Please answer all questions for studies using
your primary method as you indicated before.

Discretion Questions

Researchers can choose which measures and analyses to report and highlight. For example, a
researcher might gather many dependent, independent, and control measures, or compute p-values
using both parametric and non-parametric techniques, but only report or highlight some of them.
Researchers can use this discretion to make reported results more informative, but can also use it to
overstate the strength of their results.
 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using
your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion over which measures and analyses to report and highlight, how

much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published research using your primary

method?

Doctoral Student

Post-Doc/Research Associate

Assistant Professor

Associate Professor

Full Professor

Emeritus Professor

Other

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   
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For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can choose which observations to exclude from primary analyses. For example, a

researcher might remove observations that fail manipulation checks or other tests for validity, that are

highly influential (outliers), or that are otherwise unusual in some way. Researchers can use this

discretion to make reported results more informative, but can also use it to overstate the strength of their

results. 

 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion over which observations to exclude from primary analyses, how

much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published research using your primary

method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can choose to gather additional observations after observing results. For example, a

researcher might gather more observations or expand their sample (using exactly the same protocol)

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   
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because they believe they don’t have enough data to draw clear conclusions. Researchers can use this

discretion to provide more informative tests of their theories, but can also use it to overstate the strength

of their results.  

 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to gather additional observations after observing results, how

much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published research using your

primary method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can choose not to report a sample or subsamples that were gathered as part of a
published article. For example, researchers may choose not to report subsamples of observations with

a particular characteristic, such as firms from a particular industry or respondents with a particular level

of experience. Researchers can use this discretion to make reported results more informative, but can

also use it to overstate the strength of their results.

 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently
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When researchers use their discretion to not report a sample or subsamples that were gathered as part

of a published article, how much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published

research using your primary method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Hypothesis Questions

Researchers can choose not to report or highlight hypotheses. For example, researchers may
choose not to report predictions after observing results that were weak, surprising, or confusing.
Researchers can use this discretion to make their write-ups more focused, but can also use it to
overstate the extent to which they are testing pre-specified hypotheses.
 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to not report or highlight hypotheses, how much does it increase

the following qualities of results reported in published research using your primary method?

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

focused   

overstated   
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For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can change their predictions and/or underlying theory after observing results. For
example, researchers may change their reasoning for predicting the sign of an effect, when it should be
strongest, or what theories justify the predictions. Researchers can use this discretion to improve the
accuracy of their theoretical development, but they can also use it to overstate the extent to which they
are testing pre-specified hypotheses.
 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to change their predictions and/or underlying theory after

observing results, how much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published

research using your primary method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

focused   

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

accurate   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

accurate   

overstated   
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Motivation and Free Response Questions

For papers using your primary method, how do you believe researcher discretion ultimately affects the

quality of the average individual published paper in accounting? 

In general, how often do you personally exercise researcher discretion to:

In general, when others using your method exercise researcher discretion, how often is the motivation
for the discretion to:

Finally, we would like to ask you to share any first-hand experiences that you might have had with any of

the forms of discretion that we have discussed. Please be assured that all of your responses are

anonymous.

 
We plan to publish all responses in an online supplement, so please take every effort to protect the

confidentiality of journals and coauthors.  If we have any concerns that someone is identifiable, we will

edit responses accordingly before publishing.  So when in doubt, please share freely.

Please think about a time when you had first-hand experience with researchers’ use of discretion that

improved or reduced research quality.  For reference, these are situations where researchers may

 

                     

Greatly
 Reduces
 Quality

  

Greatly
 Improves

 Quality
  

 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

increase research quality?   

satisfy reviewers/editors?   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

increase research quality?   

satisfy reviewers/editors?   
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choose:

to select which measures and analyses to report and highlight.

to remove selected observations.

to gather additional data after observing results.

to not report samples or subsamples that did not “work”.

to not report hypotheses that did not “work”.

to change  predictions and/or underlying theory after observing results.

It is extremely valuable to us to know about the first-hand experiences of researchers in these settings.

We encourage you to share your experience with us in the space provided below.  You may have first-

hand experience as an author, reviewer, or editor.  For each story you share, please indicate which role

you played.

Have you or one of your PhD students failed to replicate a study published by someone else? If so, why

do you think the replication failed, and how did you respond? Please share any thoughts you have on

this matter.
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What advice would you provide to editors and reviewers that would help them improve authors’ use of
their discretion in reporting empirical research?  

What other forms of discretion are used by researchers, and what important effects do they have?

Besides the motivations noted here, what other motivations for use of researchers' discretion have you

or your peers personally experienced? 

Please use this space to share any other thoughts that authors or readers of this study might find useful.
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Thank you for participating in this survey. If you click the arrow on the bottom right, your answers will be

recorded and you will be unable to make any changes. Otherwise, you are free to continue adding and

revising responses, and responses will be recorded one week after your most recent edit.

Discretion Questions - Order 2

Researchers can choose not to report a sample or subsamples that were gathered as part of a
published article. For example, researchers may choose not to report subsamples of observations with

a particular characteristic, such as firms from a particular industry or respondents with a particular level

of experience. Researchers can use this discretion to make reported results more informative, but can

also use it to overstate the strength of their results.

 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to not report a sample or subsamples that were gathered as part

of a published article, how much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published

research using your primary method?

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   
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For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can choose to gather additional observations after observing results. For example, a

researcher might gather more observations or expand their sample (using exactly the same protocol)

because they believe they don’t have enough data to draw clear conclusions. Researchers can use this

discretion to provide more informative tests of their theories, but can also use it to overstate the strength

of their results.  

 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to gather additional observations after observing results, how

much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published research using your

primary method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   
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Researchers can choose which observations to exclude from primary analyses. For example, a

researcher might remove observations that fail manipulation checks or other tests for validity, that are

highly influential (outliers), or that are otherwise unusual in some way. Researchers can use this

discretion to make reported results more informative, but can also use it to overstate the strength of their

results. 

 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion over which observations to exclude from primary analyses, how

much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published research using your primary

method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can choose which measures and analyses to report and highlight. For example, a
researcher might gather many dependent, independent, and control measures, or compute p-values
using both parametric and non-parametric techniques, but only report or highlight some of them.
Researchers can use this discretion to make reported results more informative, but can also use it to
overstate the strength of their results.
 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using
your primary method to be more:

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently
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When researchers use their discretion over which measures and analyses to report and highlight, how

much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published research using your primary

method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Hypothesis Questions - Order 2

Researchers can change their predictions and/or underlying theory after observing results. For
example, researchers may change their reasoning for predicting the sign of an effect, when it should be
strongest, or what theories justify the predictions. Researchers can use this discretion to improve the
accuracy of their theoretical development, but they can also use it to overstate the extent to which they
are testing pre-specified hypotheses.
 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to change their predictions and/or underlying theory after

observing results, how much does it increase the following qualities of results reported in published

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

informative   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

informative   

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

accurate   

overstated   
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research using your primary method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

Researchers can choose not to report or highlight hypotheses. For example, researchers may
choose not to report predictions after observing results that were weak, surprising, or confusing.
Researchers can use this discretion to make their write-ups more focused, but can also use it to
overstate the extent to which they are testing pre-specified hypotheses.
 
In general, how often does this form of discretion cause results reported in published research using

your primary method to be more:

When researchers use their discretion to not report or highlight hypotheses, how much does it increase

the following qualities of results reported in published research using your primary method?

For what other reasons do people use this form of discretion, and what other effects does it have on

published research using your primary method?

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

accurate   

overstated   

     Very Rarely Rarely Occasionally Frequently
Very

Frequently

focused   

overstated   

     Not at All Very Little Somewhat Moderately A Lot

focused   

overstated   
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