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Abstract: This is the second article in our series “The Dark Sides of Modern Science”
and is about publishing and dissemination of science (and knowledge in general). As the
subject of “publishing and dissemination of science” is too big, we decided to divide it in
more than one part. The remarks that we stated in the Introduction of the first article
of this series (i.e. “Knowledge Production and Authoring”) generally apply to this article

and hence we do not need to repeat.
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The Israeli-Palestinian Conflict Has Fueled a Surge in Campus Censorship.

These are deeply disturbing patterns of censorship across Australian universities.

How US universities are trying to muzzle pro-Palestine protests before they begin.

US professors face discipline and investigations over Palestine support.

Palestine exception.

The Palestine Exception to Free Speech: Censorship, Harassment Intensifies on Campus
Amid Gaza War.

Once champions of free speech, colleges crack down on pro-Palestinian protests.
Academic Self-Censorship Under Trump: The Latest Middle East Scholar Barometer
Findings.

At US universities, free speech isn’t free for pro-Palestine activists.

Censorship is a crucial complement of genocide.

A Feminist Praxis for Academic Freedom in the Context of Genocide in Gaza.
Harvard journal accused of censoring article alleging genocide in Gaza.

Huge majority of M.E scholars say Gaza onslaught is ‘akin to genocide,” but they self-
censor their views.

The Threatening of Academic Freedom and Inclusion during the Gaza Genocide.

The crackdown on academic freedom in Europe: More than just a right-wing phe-
nomenon.

Academic censorship on Palestine even extends to discussing Palestinian dance.
Academics and artists censored for encouraging sympathy for Palestinians.

I Was a Target of Academic Censorship Over My Work on Palestine.

Royal Academy in London censors anti-Gaza genocide art work by young people.
MEMO events: Academic Censorship in the UK.

Peer Review Boycott: Say No to Political Censorship.

Censorship and the University Press: What is the University Press’s role in the modern
world?.

Study finds scientific censorship more often self-inflicted and on the rise.

‘Serious concerns’: UK education row as Israel-Palestine textbooks pulled.
Peer-Review is Censorship not Quality Control.

Threat of repressive intolerance rises in academia.

Academic publishing and the (hidden) dynamics of censorship.

Is peer-review censorship or necessary evil?.

Covert censorship by the physics preprint archive: A personal perspective from Brian
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The real reason for arXiv’s censorship.

New paper explores censorship and self-censorship in science.

Does the arXiv censor submissions?.

Scientists Protest Censorship in Cosmology.

The perils of academic publishing.

Anti-Big Bang theory scientists face censorship by international journals.
Astrophysicists, Critical of Big Bang Theory, are Furious at Censorship.

Federal Oversight Targets Scholarly Publishing: Antitrust, Censorship, and the Ex-
panding Case for Research Fraud Liability.

How Academia Failed the Test of the War in Gaza.

Academic censorship on sexual misconduct and power abuse: Not in our academia.
Message from the editor, The China Quarterly.

More on academic publishers censoring for China: an exchange with Palgrave about its
parent SpringerNature.

Declaration To #DefendResearch Against US Government Censorship.

Harvard Censorship Is a Dangerous Precedent.

Protecting research from censorship: resources for scholarly publishers.

Academic Publishing in a Global Age of Extremes.

Large academic publishers are a single point of failure for academic freedom.

How the Chinese Censors Highlight Fundamental Flaws in Academic Publishing.

The Shocking Cancellation of a Special Issue.

Academic publishers bow to Chinese demands for censorship.

British publisher pulls academic journals from China after government complaint.
China censorship drive splits leading academic publishers.

The Freedom to Publish: Authors and Publishers Fighting SLAPPs and Censorship at
London Book Fair.

Censorship of Online Research Journals in China: Conditions of Complicity and Resis-
tance in the Global Scholarly Communications Industry.

Cambridge University Press blocks readers in China from articles.

In China, Sometimes 90% Is Better Than Nothing.

Academic censorship on Palestine even extends to discussing Palestinian dance.
Censorship is a crucial complement of genocide.

Harvard Journal Abruptly Cancels Issue on Palestine, Sparking Accusations of Censor-

ship.
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‘Censorship and Discrimination” 2004 Scholars Slam Canceling of Harvard Journal
Issue on Palestine.

Harvard journal allegedly censors article holding Israel responsible for genocide.

Gaza and Academic Self-Censorship.

In Open Letter, More Than 360 Academics Blast Cancellation of Harvard Educational
Review Issue on Palestine.

Israel and Censorship at Harvard.

My First Censorship Experience.

Scholars Who Study the Middle East Are Afraid to Speak Out: Polling data indicate
widespread self-censorship.

aaa.

Organizations Speak Out Against Trump’s Censorship of Data, Journal Publications.
Declaration To #DefendResearch Against US Government Censorship.

Researchers Funded by Department of Education Ordered Not to Publish Research
Results Without Prior Written Approval.

Declaration To Defend Research against Censorship in the United States.

Some scientific and medical journal editors vow to resist new government censorship.
Will they stand strong?.

Silence in the classroom: A stark look at academic self-censorship.

Self-censorship, controversy and taboo in psychological science.

Watching Their Words: Faculty Say They’re Self-Censoring.

Science Has a Censorship Problem.

81


https://www.commondreams.org/news/harvard-palestine
https://www.commondreams.org/news/harvard-palestine
https://www.arabnews.com/node/2414611/media
https://abuaardvark.substack.com/p/gaza-and-academic-self-censorship
https://www.thecrimson.com/article/2025/8/15/harvard-educational-review-letter/
https://www.thecrimson.com/article/2025/8/15/harvard-educational-review-letter/
https://dukespace.lib.duke.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/adbd5756-bc51-428a-a177-290a54c6a620/content
https://www.wsj.com/opinion/my-first-censorship-experience-israel-book-ad-rejected-im-going-on-us-campus-tour-40753e8e
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376488611_Scholars_Who_Study_the_Middle_East_Are_Afraid_to_Speak_Out_Polling_data_indicate_widespread_self-censorship
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376488611_Scholars_Who_Study_the_Middle_East_Are_Afraid_to_Speak_Out_Polling_data_indicate_widespread_self-censorship
https://www.gastroenterologyadvisor.com/features/trump-censorship-federal-websites-academic-journals/
https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2025/02/19/declaration-to-defendresearch-against-us-government-censorship/
https://climate.law.columbia.edu/content/researchers-funded-department-education-ordered-not-publish-research-results-without-prior
https://climate.law.columbia.edu/content/researchers-funded-department-education-ordered-not-publish-research-results-without-prior
https://www.chemistryviews.org/declaration-to-defend-research-against-censorship-in-the-united-states/
https://insidemedicine.substack.com/p/some-scientific-and-medical-journal
https://insidemedicine.substack.com/p/some-scientific-and-medical-journal
https://www.editorandpublisher.com/stories/silence-in-the-classroom,253377
https://www.bps.org.uk/psychologist/self-censorship-controversy-and-taboo-psychological-science
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/faculty-issues/academic-freedom/2025/01/09/watching-their-words-us-faculty-say-theyre-self
https://www.chronicle.com/article/science-has-a-censorship-problem

	Abstract
	Table of Contents
	Simultaneous, Duplicate and Multiple Submissions
	Duplication, Overlapping and Redundancy in Publication
	Hyper-Prolific Authorship and Excessive Publishing
	Many- and Hyper-Authorship
	Editing and Editors
	Reviewing and Reviewers
	Bias and Disparity in Academic Publishing
	Publication Delays
	Publish or Perish
	Predatory and Questionable Publishers
	Predatory, Questionable and Fake Conferences
	Journal Hijacking
	Gibberish Papers
	Retraction
	Censorship

