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Dear Colleague,

Thank you for accepting to review this article.

In order for the maximum extent of scholarliness to be achieved, the policy of the Philologist journal in this regard is to subject every contribution to a blind peer-review process prior to publishing. Papers are reviewed following the principle of mutual anonymity of the reviewer and the author. The deadline for the completion of a review is one month.
It is necessary that reviewers should establish that the paper meets the technical requirements stated in the guidelines for authors as regards the Philologist, that it matches its focus and field of expertise, and that it fulfills the high scholarly criteria. At the same time, it is necessary that reviews be done in a competent and correct manner, professionally and timely, with detailed explanations and argumentation provided. Furthermore, reviewers should point to a possible conflict of interests if it exists. A conflict of interests may be considered as anything that affects objectivity, evaluation, or decision on the part of either the author, the reviewer, or the editor on the occasion of publishing a scholarly research paper. A conflict of interests may exist at professional, financial, and personal levels.

Reviewers assess the contributions submitted solely on the basis of their contents, in line with the highest ethical standards and the academic code of conduct, in an objective, qualified, and competent manner, following scholarly argumentation and expertise, with no discrimination on any grounds whatsoever. By virtue of their suggestions, they upgrade the quality of the contributions submitted. They are secured anonymity by the Editorial Board, and they are required to keep all the information regarding the contribution undisclosed and to report to editors any case of  violation of the copyright, plagiarism, and any similar ethically unacceptable act or abuse detected in the paper they are reviewing. A reviewer that deems themselves incompetent or unqualified in the matter, feeling themselves unable to deliver a timely review or being in any sort of a conflict of interests
must inform the Editorial Board on the existing state of affairs and is, therefore, exempt from the reviewing process as regards the contribution concerned.

In order for a review to be considered final and credible, reviewers fill in and sign the review form. In case of an untimely review or another procedural mistake, the author is entitled to withdraw the contribution from the reviewing process altogether.

Unfortunately, Faculty of Philology cannot cover paper review fees for Philologist, journal of language, literature and cultural studies.
Yours respectfully,

the Editorial Board
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE REVIEW FORM

On the first page of the Review Form, there are fields regarding the reviewer's basic personal and professional data: full name, academic title, academic position, narrow scholarly field, academic affiliation, address at work, and email. Furthermore, it is necessary that the reviewer refer to a representative scholarly paper of their own featuring the same or similar topic, that is, concerning the same narrow scholarly field as the contribution being reviewed. In doing so, the preference lies with the paper published in an indexed journal. The paper is referred to in the same manner as the items in a reference list as regards the Philologist, with the ISSN number and the index status of the publication provided.

For instance:

Mousley, Andy (2012), “Autobiography, authenticity, human and posthuman: Eva Hoffman’s Lost in Translation”, Biography – An Interdisciplinary Quarterly, 35 (1), pp 99-114, ISSN 0162-4962 [WoS Clarivate AHCI]

or

Alanović, Milivoj (2014), „O leksičkoj regulaciji tranzitivnosti”, Srpski jezik, XIX, str. 275-288, ISSN 0354-9259 [SCIndex M24 Srbija]

With regard to the second page of the Form, there are fields intended for the review itself. The contribution should be assessed in a textual form, with no limits to its length. The elements assessed are the style and contents of the contribution, the adequacy of its individual sections, its topicality, methodological-theoretical aspects, structure, scholarly relevance, and originality extent, as well as the adequacy of the sources used. If the reviewer proposes that the paper should be amended, detailed and precise suggestions are required.

Upon confirming that the contribution meets all the required criteria and standards, that is, that all the suggestions have been accepted and incorporated into the text, the reviewer, then, gives their permission for the contribution to be published as a paper.

With regard to the latter, the reviewer proposes and clarifies the category of the paper in line with the Rulebook on Publishing Scholarly Publications (Official Gazette of the Republic of Srpska, issue 77/2017, Article 23, paragraph 2-7).

Article 23

Articles in journals are categorised as scholarly papers.

(1) The Original research paper is organised, on principle, following the IMRAD schema in terms of experimental research, or in a descriptive way for descriptive scholarly fields, featuring results of one’s own research for the first time, realised by virtue of applying scholarly methods, described textually, and enabling the research to be repeated if necessary and the facts established to be checked.

(2) A Review paper represents a review of the most recent papers on the subject researched, with a view to gathering, analysing, evaluating, or synthesising the already published pieces of information in one place, and it provides new syntheses that must contain results of the author’s own research.

(3) A Short/preliminary communication is a paper of a smaller scale or preliminary character that may lack some of the elements of the IMRAD schema, and it is concerned with presenting results, in an abridged form, of a completed original research or a paper in progress (Working Paper).

(4) A Scholarly criticism/polemics is a discussion regarding a certain topic, based entirely on scholarly argumentation, in which the author argues the validity of some criteria of their thinking, that is, confirms or refutes findings of other authors.

(5) An Editorial is a commentary and alike.

(6) Review of a book, an instrument, a software, a case study, a scholarly event and alike is a contribution in which the regularity/irregularity of a scholarly or expert paper, a criterion, or a hypothesis is assessed, with special emphasis on the quality of assessment.

The signature of the reviewer is required.

The signed form is sent to the following address: filolog@flf.unibl.org
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