Wiki promotion and self-
promotion

Promotion 1is one of the four “Ps” of marketing (the others
being price, product, place). You can’t market effectively
without promotion, and in fact, marketing communications 1is
all about promotion. MarComm people don’t deal with price,
product or place, other that to give input.

So, to sell a product, a service or an idea, you will promote.
Promotion could go many ways, from traditional advertising, to
blogging, to a public relations campaign. That’s all fine and
good. However, with the rise of social media as a prime
promotion vehicle, we run into some problems. In social
media, we rely on user-generated content, whether through blog
entries or sharing thoughts and ideas via social networks. We
now have the term “citizen journalist.”

Enter Wikipedia. Wikipedia is an online, USER-GENERATED
encyclopedia. Anyone can contribute to Wikipedia. There 1is
very little if any editorial control over content. Products,
people, historical events, music and any number of other
topics are covered over at Wikipedia. Wikipedia entries tend
to come up pretty high in Google searches too. It seems
obvious that someone looking to promote something or someone
would add a Wikipedia entry. Right?

From a marketing perspective alone, of course you would add
Wikipedia as a target for your social media/SEOQ/SEM efforts.
It makes complete sense. However, as a consumer you have to be
wary. If anyone can post anything on Wikipedia, then how
accurate is that information? Can you rely on in? Should you
rely on it? Are people questioning what they find on Wikipedia
and if so, how is that affecting Wikipedia entries?

I don’'t have the answers to this.
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You have all heard of personal branding right? And personal
branding has everything to do with promotion, and more
specifically, self-promotion. You see people on Twitter
promoting links to their blogs, to their parties, to their
businesses. This is OK (although I have a problem with people
who endlessly self-promote but that is another blog post).
And to link it back to Wikipedia, individuals are now creating
Wikipedia entries about themselves. Again, it makes sense on
a macro-scale.

Still, perhaps I am being “old school” but a self-provided
entry on Wikipedia is meaningless. A third party endorsement,
like an article in a newspaper, has much more weight.
Presumably, the third party (perhaps a journalist) did some
fact-checking. If I can put down whatever I want in Wikipedia,
what is stopping me from inflating reality or straight-out
making stuff up? And worse, people think of Wikipedia as a
real source for information, not unlike an Encyclopedia
Britannica.

The bottom line is this: maybe using Wikipedia to promote
yourself or your product is a good strategic, social-media-
savvy move, but is it ethical?

What do you think?

Share /Save B ¥ = ...


http://www.addtoany.com/share_save?linkurl=http%3A%2F%2Fcuppamarcomm.wordpress.com%2F2010%2F06%2F28%2Fwiki-promotion-and-self-promotion%2F&linkname=Wiki%20promotion%20and%20self-promotion

