
Guidance for reviewers – open review 

Each reviewer is responsible for advising the Chair of the Editorial Board when, in their opinion, a paper meets all the publishing 
criteria. Please use the ‘grid’ below together with a brief statement as to whether or not you advising the Ed Board to accept for 
publica?on and why.  

• Advise the Ed Board accept the paper for publica?on when all the publishing criteria are well met. 
or 

• Advise the author/s what criteria need aBen?on and what might help them strengthen their paper. 

Most commonly the author con?nues to work with the responses in the open review un?l such ?me each reviewer considers the 
publishing criteria are well met and each is advising the Ed Board to accept for publica?on. 

Publishing criteria. The paper: Notes to help focus author on what needs addressing.

1.is of a high academic and scholarly 
quality. It provides a well-reasoned 
argument and demonstrates that you 
have crea?vely and cri?cally engaged 
with your own thinking and the 
thinking of others

Cathy Griffin and Jackie Delong are clearly experienced with cri?cally 
engaging in their own thinking and the thinking of others. Their well 
reasoned discussion and cri?cal thinking take the reader 
comfortably through their argument.

2.clearly includes the dis?nguishing 
quali?es of a Living Educa?onal 
Theory methodology and/or makes a 
contribu?on to the field of Living 
Educa?onal Theory research - see 
hBps://ejolts.net/node/220 

Absolutely

3.includes a clearly wriBen descrip?on 
and explana?on of the context(s), 
purposes, processes and outcomes of 
the research

Yes

4.can be understood by prac??oners 
from diverse fields of prac?ce, 
research and cultural contexts as well 
as experienced Living Educa?onal 
Theory researchers

Yes, they have a very convincing argument to suggest that Living 
Educa?onal Theory Methodology is worth the effort in cri?cal ac?on 
reflec?on cycles with others who invite further cri?cal thinking.

5.has all claims supported by 
appropriate evidence

See my comments on the incorrect video with reference

6.communicates clearly how knowledge 
claims are validated

Yes

7.provides sufficient details of the 
norma?ve background of your 
research

Yes

8.is at least 5,000 and no more than 
12,000 words long in total (including 
references and appendixes)

Yes

9. is wriBen in English of a standard 
appropriate for an interna?onal 
academic journal, has been 
thoroughly checked to ensure that 
English spelling and grammar has 
been used throughout, and all 
references are correct in both the 
text and references list.

There are a few spelling errors that I have pointed out in my 
comments on the open review page.

https://ejolts.net/node/220



