Reviewing a Non-Empirical Manuscript for Literacy Connections

Non-empirical articles, which means data was not collected for the manuscript, may include literature reviews, classroom application pieces, lesson plans, book reviews, or creative poetry, fiction, or non-fiction.  As you read the manuscript, consider the author’s purpose and choice of genre to reflect their purpose. 

The goal is to provide constructive feedback that will help the author(s) improve the quality of the work. Literacy Connections expects reviewers to use professional language when providing comments.

In making a decision on the manuscript, reviewers will select from the following recommendations:
· Accept the article with minor (or no) revisions – the article is of high quality and relevant to Literacy Connections and needs only editing revisions or some minor revisions that are outlined in the reviewer’s report.
· Encourage major revisions as described in the reviewer's report – the manuscript fits the aim and scope of Literacy Connections and has the potential to be publishable. But there are significant revisions that need to be completed. Resubmission may require another round of reviews and does not guarantee publication.
· Reject the article without an option to resubmit – the article does not fit the aim and scope of Literacy Connections or the submission has significant flaws that could not be addressed through revisions.

When submitting feedback, the reviewer will need to provide feedback for the author AND for the editor. The feedback to the author goes to the Editor and will be compiled with other reviewer’s feedback. If there is a lack of consensus among the peer reviewers, the Editor may send it out for another review or make a final decision based on the compiled feedback. The Editor will then convey the decision and reviewers’ compiled feedback to the author.

If a reviewer would like to provide revision comments/edits on the document, the reviewer can download the document and then upload when completed. However, please ensure that the reviewer’s name is removed from the document’s Properties. If the reviewer provides the document file, the Editor will provide the author access to the file.

You may provide your feedback in a narrative. 

Use the following criteria as you review a Non-Empirical article. Please make sure to provide commentary that can be shared with the authors, both positive and areas for improvement. 

	Area
	Questions to consider
	Positive comments and areas for improvement

	Fits the Aims and Scope of Literacy Connections
	· Does it focus on literacy instruction in a broad way?
· Does it provide a new or  interesting perspective on literacy?
	

	Ideas
	· Could you find a clear claim or purpose for the manuscript?
· Does the manuscript stay focused on that message?
· Is the message compelling, interesting, and engaging to the reader?
· Is the message believable?
· Is the message relevant? 

	

	Organization
	· Is there a clear organizational structure to the development of the message of the manuscript?
· Have the authors used literary techniques to signal new ideas and connections to ideas throughout the manuscript?
· Is the an easy-to-follow flow from one idea to another?
	

	Resonance
	· As a practitioner, do you find resonance when reading this manuscript? Can you relate?
· Do the authors provide clear examples, anecdotes, or citations, to support their ideas or claims?
	

	Readibilty
	· As Non-Empirical manuscripts have no specific style, is it easy to identify the genre of the manuscript?
· Did the author use the conventions of the genre effectively?
· Does the manuscript read with fluency and voice?
· Were there any areas you found to be confusing or that you needed more information to understand?
	



