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for the Journal

Major Revisions Minor Revisions Publishable

CONTENT

The submission does
not exemplify the spirit
of constructivism from
the perspective of the
editorial board and/or
the peer review
committee.

The content is not well
suited for the
readership

The submission
touches upon aspects
of constructivism from
the perspective of the
editorial board and/or
the peer review
committee but is in
need of philosophical
revision.

The submission
touches upon aspects
of constructivism from
the perspective of the
editorial board and/or
the peer review
committee but is in
need clarification of
some of the ideas
presented.

The submission aligns
well with
constructivism from
the perspective of the
editorial board and/or
the peer review
committee.

DEVELOPMENT

The focus is not
clearly defined or
developed.

The manner in which
ideas have been
presented is not well
suited for the
readership.

Ideas are loosely
presented.  The focus,
although presented, is
not well developed.

The submission is
detailed and provides
in-depth coverage of
the content.

Minor revision to
presentation of
material is necessary.

The response is
thoroughly developed
and insightful
providing convincing
details, examples,
references and
supportive statements
as needed.

FORMAT

Errors in mechanics
make the submission
very difficult to read.

and/or

Presentation of
submission is not in
accordance with APA
style and/or an
appropriate format for
the nature of the
piece.

Errors in mechanics
make the submission
very difficult to read.

and/or

Presentation of paper
is in accordance with
APA style and/or the
appropriate format;
however, there are
frequent errors in form.

Only minor errors in
mechanics.

and/or

Presentation of paper
is in accordance with
APA style and/or the
appropriate format.
There are minor errors
in form.

No mechanical errors.

and

Presentation of paper
is in accordance with
APA style and/or the
appropriate format for
the nature of the
piece.

PRACTICALITY

The subject and
approach of the
submission is singular
in nature and cannot
be easily applied to
other school settings.

and/or

The topic is not easily
user-friendly in terms
of subject and
approach.

As written, the subject
and approach of the
submission cannot be
easily related or
applied to other school
settings.

and/or

With major revision,
the topic has the
potential to be user-
friendly in terms of
subject and approach.

Minor revisions in
explanation of the
subject and/or
approach of the
submission will help
with application to
other school settings.

and/or

With minor revision,
the topic can be made
user-friendly in terms
of subject and
approach.

The subject and
approach of the
submission allows
easy application and
relation to other school
settings.

and

The topic is user-
friendly in terms of
subject and approach.

REFERENCE TO
STANDARDS

For a submission
regarding instructional
practices, there is no
reference to state or
national learning
standards.

For a submission
regarding instructional
practices, there is little
or no significant
reference to state or
national learning
standards.

For a submission
regarding instructional
practices, only minor
additions to state or
national learning
standards are needed.

For a submission
regarding instructional
practices, there is
ample reference to
state or national
learning standards.


