Teaching/Writing: The Journal of Writing Teacher Education Reviewer Guidelines

Thank you for agreeing to review a manuscript for Teaching/Writing: The Journal of Writing Teacher Education. 

In the review system, you will be asked to choose from the following recommendations (do not include this language in your report):
· Encourage major revisions as described in my report. 
· Use this option to recommend substantive revisions, including information described in the reviewer guidelines below. 
· Accept this article with minor (or no) revisions as described in my report.
· Use this option only if the article requires only surface-level revisions, such as editing, grammar, spacing, etc. This option indicates that the article is nearly ready for publication as it is written.
· Reject this article without an option to resubmit.
· Use this option for manuscripts that are not acceptable or appropriate for the purposes of the journal, are not well-developed, or could not be improved with significant revisions.

Your recommendation should be consistent with your written review, and we ask that you provide a detailed report to support your decision. Your written report will be provided to authors exactly as written, so please keep the following guidelines in mind:
· Be careful to omit any references to yourself.
· Do not include your recommendation decision in the written report. Indicate your recommendation only by clicking the appropriate button in the review system. 
· We ask that reviewers provide feedback that is supportive and collegial while at the same time offering substantive and specific comments that will improve the quality of manuscripts.
· As an open-access journal, we do not have editing services available. Although your main responsibility as a reviewer is to provide substantive feedback, if you notice errors in mechanics (such as grammar, spelling, punctuation, and syntax), making note of them is greatly appreciated by authors and the editorial board. Making suggestions as to how the author can improve clarity and succinctness is also appreciated.

Questions to consider in your review:
· Is the content appropriate to the scope and quality standards of Teaching/Writing? In what ways would the manuscript appeal to readers of the journal?
· Are the title and abstract appropriate?
· Does the paper represent an original, engaging, and current contribution to writing research and education?
· Are the objectives of the manuscript and/or study clearly articulated?
· Is the methodology adequately described and appropriate to the stated objectives?
· Does the paper cite appropriate literature and provide proper credit to existing work on the topic? How well does the study build on previous work?
· Does this manuscript contribute new information and/or insights to the field?
· Are the major points evident, supported and sufficiently grounded in theory, research, and/or practice?
· How clear is the presentation of findings?
· Are its conclusions consistent with the stated objectives and well-supported?
· Are recommendations for future research and practice clear, complete, and compelling?
· Overall, do you judge the potential usefulness of the manuscript for practitioners and/or academics to be high, moderate, or low? Please explain. 
· Is the manuscript written in an engaging, focused, and clear way?

After you write your review, you can upload it as a text file, a Microsoft Word (or RTF) file, or as a PDF file.

The "Submit Review" form also includes a place where you may upload a confidential cover letter which only editors may see.


