Information for TEXT referees
· Thank you for agreeing to referee an article for TEXT. TEXT would not exist without the generous support of its referees. 

· Your report, one of at least two peer reviews, will be provided to the author; the review process is double blind, neither author nor referees should know the others’ identities at any time during the process. 

· TEXT is an ERA A-ranked journal and all articles will be vetted for final acceptance by the journal’s editors to ensure they meet this standard. If you are unfamiliar with TEXT’s current publishing standards, please look at articles from the last 2 years to familiarize yourself with the scholarship of the journal. 

· Please note that refereed articles make a distinctive contribution to knowledge that extends the scholarly literature in the field. 

· Successful refereed articles will draw on a sound framework of methodology and scholarship pertinent to the paper’s topic; this may include personal experience and/or anecdotal evidence where relevant to the argument and Writing disciplines, and usually this will be supported by analysis of recognized primary and secondary literature. 

· Creative work will be accepted for refereeing if it makes a distinctive contribution to knowledge that extends the current scholarly literature in the field and is accompanied by a 2000-character Research Statement for publication. The research statement will indicate the research significance of the creative piece and will draw on a sound framework of methodology and scholarship relevant to the work’s topic (see ARC: ‘ERA 2010 submission guidelines’ p.77 in the pdf: http://www.arc.gov.au/pdf/ERA2010_sub_guide.pdf) 

· Please note that we require you to fill in this form and also to provide a written report (see below). 

· Please return your report to <text@griffith.edu.au> with an email subject line ‘Referee’s Report + your name’. 
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Referee’s Report for TEXT
Please insert title of the article being refereed:  
Please put an ‘x’ in the relevant box: 
	 
	very high
	high
	average
	fair / just
acceptable
	poor /
unacceptable
	n/a

	relevance of the paper for TEXT readership and the Writing disciplines
	
	
	
	
	
	

	contribution to knowledge: level to which article extends the current scholarly literature in the field 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	originality
	
	
	
	
	
	

	quality of the argument, including structure, the use of evidence (research) and the clarity of conclusions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	quality of the writing, including effectiveness and clarity
	
	
	
	
	
	

	quality of citation and referencing
	
	
	
	
	
	

	quality of presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	


Is length of article acceptable: up to 7,000 words, including endnotes? (delete one)    Yes / No 
Is the author advised to cut or lengthen? (delete one)                                                   Yes / No
Are there special requirements, e.g. inclusion of images, etc? (delete one)                  Yes / No

Please describe below in your written report any other information for the author or issues that you consider should be taken into account by the author in revising or making corrections to the article, if recommended. 

You can also make comments in bold into the manuscript attached – this will be returned to the author.

Based on the above, and the report below, this paper should be:
	 
	‘x’ for Yes

	a. accepted with no changes (give reasons below) 
	

	b. accepted subject to minor revisions as detailed below
	

	c. accepted subject to substantial revisions as detailed below 
If c, then, I am willing to review this article again when revised and resubmitted: Yes / No
	

	d. rejected (give reasons below) 
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Referee’s Written Report
(Please add here)
