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RE-ALIGNING THE HURDLES: THE DILEMMAS OF
QUALITY IN SCHOLARLY JOURNAL PUBLICATION

Michael Cross
University of the Witwatersrand

Abstract

This paper was inspired by two main factors related to our association with
Perspectives in Education (PIE) as members of the editorial board and trainers
for the writing for publication workshops run under the Authorship Development
Project (AUDEPRQ). As members of the editorial board of PIE, we had to
grappie with the reality of belonging to a team of 'gatekeepers’ or 'guardians of
academic traditions’, which had very little consensus about what constituted
publishable knowledge or scholarly discourse, let alone the mandate to make
judgements and decisions on certification of knowledge through publication. As
trainers for AUDEPRO committed to socializing disadvantaged members of the
academic community into a scholarly discourse, we were abie to develop a
critical awareness about the complexity of issues confronting prospective editors
in their encounter with journal editors. These issues range from the quality and
relevance of a manuscript, the criteria for assessing the significance of
discourse style, forms of presentation, the uncertainties surrounding the bases
for making judgements and decision-making in the review process to the
implications of the decisions editors have to make.

Within the South African context, as in general academic practices,
scholarly journal publication has been associated with “the pursuit of academic
excellence’, maintenance of “high academic standards” in line with “international
standards”. This jargon has been unproblematically accepted irrespective of its
obvious ambiguities. We argue in this paper that scholarly journal publication
cannot remain within the narrow boundaries of traditional South African
academic culture, particularly if we take into consideration the fact “that ours is a
field characterized by paradigm proliferation and, consequently, the sort of field
in which there is little consensus about what research and scholarship are and
what research reporting and scholarly discourse should look like" {Donmoyer,
1886). Nor can the policies, procedures, and decision rules, articulated to guide
the manuscript review process remain uncontested. As we engaged with these
policies, procedures and decision rules in our writing for publication workshops,
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increasingly we became clear about the obscurity, mysticism and inconsistency
surrounding them and the need to problematize them.

RE-ALIGNING THE HURDLES:
The Dilemmas of Quality Control
in Scholarly Journal Publication

Over the past 20 years, the scholarly and journal publishing communities -
publishers, librarians, scientists, and their funders - have been victims of a
vicious cycle brought on in part by conflicting beliefs based on conjecture and
myth. Perpetuating these myths has led to some devastating mistakes (CASP
News Digest (Consortium for African Scholarly Publishing), July 1996, vol 1 no
2, p.8)

Introduction

This paper was inspired by two main factors related to our association with
Perspectives in Education (PIE) as members of the editorial board and trainers
for the writing for publication workshops run under the Authorship Development
Project (AUDEPRQO). As members of the editorial board of PIE, we had to
grappte with the reality of belonging to a team of 'gatekeepers’ or 'guardians of
academic traditions’, which had very little consensus about what constituted
publishable knowledge or scholarly discourse, let alone the mandate to make
judgements and decisions on certification of knowledge through publication. As
trainers for AUDEPRQO committed to socializing disadvantaged members of the
academic community into a scholarly discourse, we were able to develop a
critical awareness about the complexity of issues confronting prospective editors
in their encounter with journal editors. These issues range from the quality and
relevance of a manuscript, the criteria for assessing the significance of
discourse style, forms of presentation, the uncertainties surrounding the bases
for making judgements and decision-making in the review process to the
implications of the decisions editors have to make.

Within the South African context, as in general academic practices,
scholarly journal publication has been associated with “the pursuit of academic
excellence”, maintenance of “high academic standards” in line with “international
standards”. This jargon has been unproblematically accepted irrespective of its
obvious ambiguities. As Weber has correctly put it “The idea of 'excellence’ and
the idea of "accepted international standards’ are... presumed to be eternal and
valid for all time, irrespective of the specific socio-economic context which in fact
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defines their meaning”." This is a world that many members of the academy ? in
South Africa are” very happy to work in and want to defend, but which others
find intolerable” *

We argue in this paper that scholarly journal publication cannot remain
within the narrow boundaries of traditional South African academic cuilture,
particularly if we take into consideration the fact “that ours is a field
characterized by paradigm proliferation and, consequently, the sort of field in
which there is little consensus about what research and scholarship are and
what research reporting and schelarly discourse should look iike”.* Nor can the
policies, procedures, and decision rules, articulated to guide the manuscript
review process remain uncontested.” As we engaged with these policies,
procedures and decision rules in our writing for publication workshops,
increasingly we became clear about the obscurity, mysticism and inconsistency
surrounding them and the need to problematize them. In doing sc, we share
some of Donmoyer's concerns on the dilemmas facing a journal’'s editor in the
era of paradigm proliferation, which has direct bearing on the challenges we
face in our training and editorial work. The argument deveioped in this paper is
in line with the recommendation of the Natiomal Commission for Higher
Education which states that “The Commission envisages a transformed system
that will be able to contribute to the advancement of all forms of knowledge and
scholarship, in keeping with internationally observed standards of academic

7
Everard Weber, "Perishing by publishing: academic appointments, the liberal universities and
the liberatory struggle in South Africa”, Mimeo, p.2.

* By academy | do not mean just the institutional setting in which this particular intellectual
practice takes place, but the whole academic and professional tradition binding all those involved
in the pursuit of knowledge. It includes the library or archive of infermation commonly and | in
some of its aspects, unanimously heid. What binds the members of the academy together is a
family of ideas, a unifying set of values proven in various ways io be effective, which provide the
members with a mentality, a genealogy, an atmosphere, which allow them to deal with and to see
social phenomena and knowledge in a particular way. it functions as a sort of guild community
with its own internal traditions and peculiar ways of behaviour, learning and appropriation of
knowledge. Publication of professicnal journals represents an important factor for the
maintenance and repreduction of this community. This somewhat unproblematic order of things is
what this paper is trying to question.

¥ Weber, "Letter to the Editor”, p.4.

* Robert Donmoyer, “Educational research in an era of paradigm proiiferation: What's a journal
editor do?”, Educational Researcher, March 1996, p.19.

° Donmoyer, 1996, p.19.
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quality, and with sensitivity to the diverse problems and demands of the
local, national, Southern African and African contexts”.®

More precisely, our experience in AUDEPRO and as “gatekeers” has
shown that academic practitioners not only have different understandings about
the nature of intellectual discourse as they have differing assumptions and
understandings about a whole range of issues connected with their academic
practice in research and publications. These assumptions and understandings
are largely tacit, undisclosed and very often taken for granted. Quine calls these
assumptions “webs of belief’, which are invoked in different situations and work
to regulate our behaviour in those situations, especially to frustrate efforts to
transform prevailing practices. "To paraphrase Moore, ‘it is only by
uncovering these in unthreatening ways, and negotiating acceptable
alternatives, that we are able to achieve the kinds of movement we seek’,’
movement towards a more contextualised scholarly practice, yet internationally

appealing to the mainstream community of scholars.

General background: Fort Hare debate on research and publication

in 1992, a debate was initiated at the University of Fort Hare around the
establishment of a national forum of social scientists. The forum was intended to
have an impact on research transformation, research capacity building, the
promotion of scholarship and the development of a publications culture among
historically disadvantaged scholars. In the process, three major problems were
identified: (1) the question of under representation of women and of black
scholars in the South African scholarly journal publication system; (i) limited
dissemination of research produced by black scholars, particularly in historically
black universities; and (iii) the fact that South African professional journals,
particularly those with accreditation, are largely edited by white male academics,
who are often not particularly sensitive to the dramatic disadvantages facing the
majority of women and black scholars in the area of research and publications.
At the meeting, the question of power and control of knowiedge
production and dissemination came to the fore. There were those who called for

& National Commission on Higher Education, “An overview of a new policy framework for higher
education transformation”, 22 August 1996 (Press copy), pp.5-6.

7 gee W Quine and J Ullian. The Web of Belief (New York: Random House, 1970).

® Robin Staniey Maore, “The role of student writing in leaming zoology”. Thesis submitled in
partial fulfilment of the reguirements for the degree of Master of Education (English Second
Language) of Rhodes University, p.2, 1995.

Kenton proceedings, Wiigespruit 168

= o W

]y X O

ry ¢

(@]

L I L S . |

1

rYy vy I8y 1 €% ™y



691 Hnidssbjipa ‘sbuipasocud ucjusy|

(2661 'spuewizg spelg

‘2|qe1daooE A|jeuoijeLlaiuUl yons SE pue
‘gousliedxa umo Jno uo papunolb ssibojowslside pue 1xSjU02
UMO JINO AjSnoLiss a)e] yolym salsweled ssoy) Jo sasjsuleled
UMO INO UIYIM NG 8oUsysoxa Joj Buiauls sie apA '[oJjuod Ajjenb
10 SWSIUBYDSW pUE Spiepuels ‘s8|nt 9q pinoys aJay " paysiignd
8q Isnw pajeisuab-yoelq s JsAsieym 1ey) Bulkes jou aue am

:AIID0IPaW JO §2UB1S|0} JO 9oue)dsode ue se
pajaidisijul 8q Jou piNoys epew suoljeladgiiap ay} jey) Jaasmoy passans Buneaw
aleH uo4 3y} ‘Buiysygnd saneussie jo espl 8y} padelqus Buirey

6'|n;6u!ueaw
Aessaoau si syoejq Aq paonpold abpamouy jeyl uoilduwnsse ayl pue
IX2)U0D UBOLYY U} 0} ssajbuiueaw AjLUesS929u SI SIejoyas siym AQ padnpold
abpajmouy Jey) uondwnsse oy} ‘sawWalxs [empoapajul-nue Buibisws om) jsulebe
pausem swedpiped 18yi0 sjeunol weslsulewl 8y} Ol SPEOJUl J1ELUS)SAS
pue paulwislep pejsabbns Asy) 'pesjsu| "paajoaul swajqoud ay) pue sabusjeyo
‘sainpafosd 8y} ybnouyy Buijuiyl Ajjnjaies jnoyym feunol aaneulale ue Buneasd
10} siejoyds yoe|q jo uonezieubiew-jss pue uonesionayb jo 1abuep ayj Jnoge
pauJem swos ‘aousuadxa UedlUsWy ay} uo Bumerq 'ssip [eulnof ay) suaddey
as|a Buiyiou ‘N0 pajued 8y ‘feuinol B Jo BNSS| Isiy pue SWN|OA 1511 3y} 0}
Buipes) jJustwa}oxa ay) aYy ‘uonedignd feunol ul wseisnyue ueslyy Bunessnyy
U2aq Sy Udiym ,3WOIPUAS 8NSSI SUO ‘SWUN|OA 3Uo 3y}, INoge 940ds y[¥S3aA0D
10 Aiejesoes (elousB-xa ‘eumepuemiiy “Wayl Uim asiyiedwAs am ‘suosesal
SNOIAGO 104 “Aj@Aljeaya jfeunol mau e Buruuns pue Buiysigelss jo Aynaiyip 8y}
pue Auxa(dwoa auy paybiubiy Asy] desy Buiuiyy |njysim e oyl Buiey jo Jebuep
ay) Jsulebe paulem JWOS PIPUNOS ISASMOY SJ9M UCINED JO SPIOAA
"ol UINOS ul s[eulnol Aj1ejoyas jsow uianob yaiym suoie|al sjemod
8y} Jo 821y feudnol |euoissajold aAneuld)e Ue Jo souenodwi ayy paybiybly Aaul
paau 2JeipaluW] Ue sy "abpamouy jo uoleulwassip pue uononposd jo suesw
8U} JO |0JJUOD SXE) O} Pesu 3y} IO} P3|je2 oym asoy) of[e a1am assy] uonedgnd
AJeloyos pue yoleasal Jo almeu ay) AJisAuap o] pasu su) pessal)s oym asouy)
aiom alsy) ‘paasiyoe aq pnod abueys psywy Aea ‘sigeysiignd si aBpamoun
10 pos jeuym Buipioep ui A||eoiyoads ajow ‘uonedlgnd pue yoieasal Ul SpIepuels
leucissajold Bulas ur 8ji0d B SABY S|BNJOS|IDIUl 3OB|Q PUB USWOM SS8jUn
1ey; ‘sidwexa 1oj ‘)9) sem )| ‘ebpsmouy Jo Swioy padus|is jo uoneziwyiba
PUB UOUED 8U} JO SBLIEpPUNCq 3y} JO HIYS B o) ‘9bpajmouy JO UONBUIWSSSID
pue uolonpold ay) w swbipeied jueuluop ayl yim yeauq |eobojows)sids ue

PUBISISIBAMIIAA 243 JO AlSIBAIUN 'SSOID [BRYIIN

ul g

1aybiy

10} pPa|jE
abpajmc
"suQly
ay} Buis
‘SOILIBP
‘S|BUINC
A)|Bo1Q]}
PRLLUL
4oB|q ¥
alam Sl
Buowe
ay} 'Bu
0} papu
ay) pu

Ajjeuoyy
o AP
a|qeds
Ag A
0} SHO,
3I0M P
3584} S
sBuipue
DIUI3pPE
pue su
INOQE &
sey s

ay} jo



Michae! Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

Within this particular paradigm “excellence” does not mean replicating the forms
and patterns of knowledge production dictated by western discourses or arising
out of concerns with the pressures of giobalization. It means participating in the
endeavours of the world intellectuai community through an active engagement
with the problems and issues concerning Africa and the South African context,
using appropriate tools.

Authorship development

Three important ideas emerged out of the Fort Hare meeting central to the
argument pursued in this paper. First, the issue of control required the
restructuring of our editorial board and a review of our editorial policy, a process
we had already initiated. To stress that as members of the editorial board, we
were made to know that the limited number of publications by black scholars in
Perspectives in Education was very often interpreted as a manifestation of
racism. The sensitivity of our former editors to the question of redress made the
task easy to accomplish. When a new editorial board took over in 1982, a
process of restructuring had been initiated with the following main objectives: (i}
the establishment of a more representative editorial board and a network of
consulting editors in terms of race, gender and understanding of the South
African context: (i) the upgrading of journal standards for accreditation
purposes; and (i} promotion of publications by African and South African
women and black scholars. While the first two objectives were easily achieved,
the last objective remained far from satisfactory.

However, as the process of restructuring unfolded, it became clear that
the revision of the editorial policy, the establishment of a more representative
body of consulting and editorial members could not, by themselves, solve the
problem. For us, this pointed to the need for systematic training and capacity
building schemes to address the problem. Meaningful participation of women
and black scholars in scholarly work required a direct intervention through
training in writing for scholarly publication.10 Note that the question of
representivity of the journal's editorial body very often collided with our
commitment to a professional ethos. The experience warned us about the
danger of having “rubber stamps’ within the editorial team, who not only do not
do their work but also are not committed to the redress concerns of PIE.

¥ Not only would this strategy bring young scholars to the mainstream publication bui would also
avoid running the risk of building a monopoly in publications by those scholars who have already
been sccialized into the culture of publication. Given the prevailing tradition in research and
writing training, an overwhelming majority of promising young authors, particularly women and
black schotars, would remain excluded.
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in the South African context; turning research into journal articles and dynamics
and processes in journal publication.

AUDEPRQO adopts a hands-on approach to support each individual
participant in improving her/his work, drawing on the expertise and experience of
a pool of resource persons and the role of peer review, and using an interactive
approach. Training individual participants has considerable institutional impact in
that it has a multiplier effect. As they begin to succeed, participants are able to
influence their peers and to transfer their skills to colleagues and students in
their own institutions.

This is another worthwhile initiative to be considered seriously by all
those concerned with promoting scholarship in institutions of higher learning. ;
Depending on material support and logistics, AUDEPRO hopes to expand the '
project to include research training components such as proposal writing, report
writing, data presentation and so forth.

There has been widespread and positive response to AUDEPRO's
programme and, although a tracer study is underway to measure practical
results of the programme, we have an indication that out of the twelve scholars
who attended the pilot workshop, seven have published their work, three
overseas and four in South Africa. Although PIE does not require that
participants submit their work to the journal, the number of worthy submissions
by biack scholars has increased considerably. Most participants of the
workshops constitute part of the team of our reviewers of submissions.

Feedback from participants at the workshops suggests a gradual
realisation of the importance and need for research and publications.
Participants all agree that these workshops are a source of inspiration and that,
more than ever before, they are determined to start decing research and
publishing on contemporary issues. It emerges very often in their personal
accounts that some academics regarded research and publications as an
exclusive privilege of academics at historically white universities. Some of them
confessed that they had never bothered in the past about anything in the line of
research and publications because they thought that it was their role only to
teach. However, the general consensus from among beginners and experienced
authors is that workshops such as these have unearthed some hidden potentials
of aspiring academics and researchers. Isaac Mtswoe participated in the pilot
workshop and joined our team as a facilitator in a workshop run at the University
of the North. He is very pragmatic about the value of these workshops: “| found
the workshops stimulating and very timely given the urgent need to build
capacity and the development of research and publications especially in HBUs".

For him, demystifying research and publications, building confidence and
helping researchers and writers to be self-reflexive are some of the effects of the
programme:“‘The workshops gave me an opportunity to reflect on my own work
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Michael Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

Shifting paradigms and quality contro!l in knowledge production and
dissemination

In traditional sense, an academic journal is a mechanism through which an
institution - university or professional society - with its own boundaries,
structures of apprenticeship and rules of behaviour asserts its scholarship,
determines its identity as active participant in knowledge production,
dissemination and utilization. Most importantly, through professional journals
academic or scientific communities assert their autonomy over the internal
affairs of the community and their authority over canonization of knowledge.
They select and institutionalise knowledge through publication on the basis of
established norms and procedures whereby knowledge is produced, validated
and communicated.”” This process is delegated to a matured academic elite -
journai referees.

Generally referees are expected to give their opinion about the following
possible decisions: (i) publish as is; (ii) publish with minor modifications; (iii)
publish if revised; (iv) revise and resubmit; (v) reject. These decisions are based
on a set of assumptions about what publishable knowledge is or ought to be
which are not always explicit. Referees have to decide on what counts as
knowledge and, more specifically, on what counts as publishable knowledge. In
doing so, they draw implicitly if not explicitly on what the norms governing the
ways they produce knowledge - appropriate methods, procedures and
techniques - and the prescriptions regulating how this knowledge should be
reported to the community of their peers. Codes of best practice and sets of
rules, which determine legitimate knowledge, and the criteria which define
success and failure, are developed and used in this case. With reference to
them, referees may suggest certain revisions, and recommend acceptance or
rejection.

Despite the pervasive nature of academic societies, these are not static.
They are constantly changing as new members adhere to the society’s culture
and other members exit by free choice or rejection. As a result, the boundaries
of academic organisations become blurred, notions of competence within
organizations become redefined. Thus, we argue in this regard that, if the
intellectual community represented by the journal has changed, the norms that
have governed the production of knowledge within it have changed, then the
means and mechanisms which assess the quality of knowledge should
necessarily be adapted. A new consensus among the community of
practitioners should be reached.

2 Gibbons et al, p.32.
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Michael Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

The ideas advocated in his paper, which did not have much echo in South Africa

at the time, were precipitated by a recent publication entitled The New

Production of Knowledge”."® The authors of the book argue that there has been

a shift from traditional forms of knowledge production - which they call Mode | -

to new forms of knowledge production - Mode [I. Mode | knowledge production

refers to our traditional or orthodox, disciplinary knowiedge production based

within the academy. The main mechanism of quality control is peer evaluation.

As Mouton put it, “Mode | knowledge quality control depends heavily on the

integrity of the peer evaluation system; the idea that one submits one ’s :

ideas to a group of equally (at least) expert scholars”."® These are judged to

be competent to act as peers by their contributions in a particular discipline.

Typical forms of dissemination of knowledge include established institutional -

means such as books, journal articles and conference proceedings. '
As an expression of Mode |, knowledge is increasingly being produced

in the context of application, i.e. in the course of providing solutions to problems.

Mode Il knowledge is heterogenous, i.e. it is produced in a multiplicity of sites

within and outside the academy, the iinkages between these sites is constantly

changing and there is increasing differentiation of fields and areas of studies at

these sites, leading to new specialisations. Mode H knowledge is also

characterized by transdisciplinarity which

T T I ]

= develops new theoretical frameworks, research methods and modes of
practice appropriate to the application or problem-solving context;

* though contributes to knowledge production, is not necessarily concerned
with primary knowledge or advancement of discipline-based knowledge,
particularly important to this paper; and

*+ generates its forms of knowledge dissemination.

These include sharing of ideas among producers of knowledge as they generate
or apply knowledge to problem-solving.

Unlike disciplinary research, in transdisciplinary inquiry, researchers are
often located in different departments of an institution and different institutions.
Significant numbers of scientists choose to work on problems that lie outside

> M Gibbons, C Limoges, H Nowotny, § Schwartman, P Scott, M Trow, The New Production of
Knowiedge. The Dynamics of science and Research in Contemporary societies {London: Sage
Publications, 1994}.

" J Mouton, “New modes of knowledge production: The Gibbons thesis”, Paper delivered at a
seminar on ‘New modes of knowledge producticn”, Departrment of Education, UCT, 1996.
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Michael Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

In general, Africanist perspectives operate within a framework which
takes as a point of departure continent-wide environmental, social and historical
similarities regardiess of skin colour, nationality, ethnicity or facial features of the
people concerned.”’ lts variations differ mainly on their focus. For example,
black perspectives emphasise blackness as the most important feature of the
African people and the uniqueness of their historical experience and shared
heritage as blacks.

The mainstream orthodoxy has been dealt with elsewhere. * For the
purpose of this paper, we concentrate on the last four emerging perspectives,
which essentially call for a new African-oriented paradigm. Three main features
characterise these perspectives. First, they all have in common the fact that they
are informed by particular discourses of representation or, more appropriately,
self-representation around issues of diversity, identity and power. Second, they
all press for the reinsertion of South Africa in its African context, the need for
South Africans to regain a sense of their place and dignity to be able to function
effectively in the world while facilitating a decisive move away from dominant
Eurocentric paradigms.”® As such, they also place greater emphasis on the
need for accounting for the uniqueness of the African and black historical
experience, very often neglected by the orthodox radical social theory in South
Africa - the need to shift away from theory distant from passion and politics.
Third, they ceiebrate afrocentricity as opposed to eurocentricity and tend to
privilege the production of indigenous knowledge or knowledge embedded in the
African experience.

In some cases, Africanist perspectives have been met with scepticism
due to the fact that their protagonists have not been able to go beyond narrow
ideological terms without any helpful attempt to develop suitable or alternative
methodological and epistemological bases. As a result, many academics tend
to replicate with minor variations insights attuned to western literature or within
the theoretical confinements of the orthodoxy. Most speakers who participated in
the Venda's debate on the “Africanization of the university” were successful in
drawing from the American, British and Australian experience to provide a
rationale for the Africanisation project. However, most of their arguments proved
self-defeating in that neither did they have an internal logic grounded on the long
African experience in the struggle for Africanisation nor did they make any
attempt to account for this experience. To put it differently, they played by rules

% pan Greenstein, “Education, identity and curriculum policies”, op cit, p.11.
21 gee Cross, “Changing frontiers™, op cit; M Cross,

2 Rran Greenstein, “Education, identity and curriculum pelicies”, op cit, p.7.
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Michael Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

in this regard include: (i) the relevance or suitability of the manuscript to the
journal's readership; (i} the quality of presentation; (iii) the degree to which it
conforms to the journal’s requirements of space, standards, style (e.g. format,
referencing, length} and editorial policy; and, (iv) in some cases, pedigree or
academic reputation of the author (a more commercial criteria not shared by
PIE). Remember the five-Ps rule: Prior preparation prevents poor performance.

However, the author should also be warned that he/she does not play in
the hands of an individual editor, who may just say “yes” or “no”. The editor does
not speak out alone. He/she speaks within the debate and through the debate
involving more than one role piayer. The goal of the debate or dialogue is to
inform a decision about the article which best holds against criticism, within the
journal's establishment. More precisely, the manuscript is subjected to a review
process which generally involves overcoming three major hurdles: (i)
consideration by the editorial board; (ii) referee’s review; and (i) editor's
decision based on referees’ reports.

Review procedures vary from journal to journal. Generally, when a
manuscript is received it is screened by an editor or two, or perhaps by an
editorial board. If the article is outside the focus of the journal, a negative
decision is quickly reached and the manuscript returned. In a smaller journal,
the editor may decide without consulting anyone else whether to accept or reject
submitted material. In many scholarly journals, editors enlist the services of
reviewers or referees {one or two or more). The referees are selected for their
expertise in the field in which the article is written. They evaluate the manuscript
and make recommendations to the editor.

Second hurdle: review by the referees

Reviewers who evaluate a manuscript for publication are called referees.
Generally, referees of refereed journals are considered to be peers in the
profession. They are carefully chosen colleagues who are knoewn and
recognized throughout their field for their particular expertise. Blind referees are
reviewers from whom the author's identity is concealed. This is to ensure that
the article in question is more likely to be judged on its own merits than by the
name or reputation of the author. Zeli's Handbook defines refereeing as foflows:

Refereeing is an integral part of knowledge industry and scholarly
communication. The peer review process determines what will get
published and what will be rejected, and it provides essential
quality control in the publication process. Referees - aiso
commoniy described as “readers” or “reviewers” - can be
considered as the “gatekeepers” to ensure high editorial
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Michael Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

Second. the editor committed to the advancement of all sorts of non-traditional
paradigms may be tempted to accept work simply because it is different.
Donmoyer suggests a third alternative that “neither thoughtlessly dismisses non-
traditional forms or scholarship and scholarly discourse as ‘incoherent
nonsense’, nor treats such work with ‘indifferent superficial tolerance™. A
review process for such an alternative should not reject a paper simply because
it does not conform to the standard assumptions and standard operating
procedures employed in the past. All research genres are not necessarily
created equal or equally deserving of representation in one of the field’s major
sources of legitimation. The reviewer should listen carefully:

to use ... linguistic, emotional, and cognitive imagination to grasp
what is being expressed and said in “alien” traditions ... [without]
either facilely assimilating what others are saying to our own
categories and language ... or simply dismissing .. [it] as
incoherent nonsense.

Third, the editor may also just play a paradigm matching game to treat work
within a particular paradigm with fairness. In this case, the editor would select
reviewers who operate within the same paradigm as the manuscript's author.

Third hurdle: consideration of referees’ reports by the editorial board

Assisted by the editorial board, journal editors evaluate the referees’ reports and
make decisions on the fate of the papers, whether to proceed with the
publication, to reject it or whether to accept the paper conditionally subject to
some degree of revisions. This means that the use of referees is only one
elerent in the decision-making process. The final decision rests within the office
of the journal.‘?g The decisions within the office are also complicated by several
factors. Peer reviewers recommendations are very often conflicting and their
advice frequently contradictory. Reviewers may be prone to assume that all
material pertaining to their discipline is worthy of dissemination or that no other
person has ever had the correct interpretation of this material. Again depending
on the academic orientation of the editor several scenarios are possible in
reading a reviewer's reports:

7 Donmoyer, 1996, p.22.

% R Bernstein, The New Constitution: The Ethical-political Honzons of Modemity/Postmodernist
(Cambridge: Polity Press, 1983}, pp.65-66.

2 Zell, op cif, p.14.

Kenton proceedings, Wilgespruit 182

) [

[}
(1Y}

oh

)

e



£gL unidsebjipa 'sbuipasnold uoiuay

‘or1°d ‘(P66 ‘SSald 0beoiy Jo Asiaaiun (cBesiyn ) eousins Jo asunoos] 8y 'eldd N e

'7Z°12°dd '(c661 'ssald SIBlOYDS) SI0)PT JOf HooqpueH WD M AueH

a8Q 0) saljoweled as3y] 10} ISASMOH SJeloyos Jo Ajunwwod e Ag enbBolelp
Buiobuo ue ul psjepiea pue pauyal ‘peionlsSuUCd aq sAemie M sadialeled s
"SJBIOYDS USSMISQ UOIIEDIUNLULUOD JO WSIUBYDSLW }Sauly ay} sl uoneangnd jeuwsnor

uoISNioU0D

"BIISNIC
pue sa|diouud Jo 3omawel) paleys-A|UoLUWOD pue }oIdxa UE JO SISeq 8y} Uo
pafloj ag pinoys apiue ue jo uonesignd jsuiebe uo inoae; ul sjuswnbBie Ajesp;

.. [StuswnBie aanoalqo] syuswnbie
Buuum Aq pspoddns ‘euo 18leq syl sawooaq Ajedljewoine
Aosy} 19ylo sy} ‘slegap 8y} $9SO0| JONJOUSIUI JUO JUILIOW
ayl 7 219 ‘suondwnsse Jayjo axOAUl ‘SenjBA 1aylo aonppe
'S10J0B} JBYI0 8}I0 [Im Asy) a|dwexa 104 "$8UO0 JUaJayIp JO} punole
joo| pue {Buisaibesip Jo}) suoseal Jisy) SpISe 1S |Im Asy) sny |
410q am, Aes pue aha ay) ul Jaylo yoses ool ued Asy) asaym
suoljelnbiyuos aancadsal Jisy) usamiag eale Buiddelisac ue pling
0} uibaq [m Asy) ‘8SISAUCD O} BUISSP PUB [Mm aU) sAeY Aay)

31 sind e1sd sy ‘sjuswnBie Ayjenb aaioelgo uowwos
JO unsind syl ul Juswsaaibesip sy} pusdsuel) o) anbojeip syl sigeUS |IM
jey) suondwnsse pue syiomaluel) [esnlso ay) aieys Aploldxs siadaaysieb (e
ley} uondwnsse ayj uo spjing sabejs aaiy} ay) ybnouyy Buob anbojep ay|

"ysiand oy jou 1o ysiand o3 uoisiosp Aue

Buiyew s10jaq uoudo payl B 10} Y0O| 0} 3sooyD ABW loyps ay) - aaebau
KaA s1 auo pue aalsod AusA sl auo 63 - AIOJDIPRIIUCD BB SM3IASS USYAA =

oc Juld U1 jdussnuew sy Buiziiepoww

810480 ‘sousipne pspusjul sy} O} N0 pales aq JiIm Buluesw s Joyine

2y} J1ayleum aulwisiep o) ydios sy} jo aousjuss pue aselyd Ausas ybiem

‘uonejuasald pue 22104 |eulBlo sJouyine auyy jo sebejueape ay) jsuiebe axew

0} asodoud Aay) uoisiaal A18AS ainsesw {asJaAlun ay) 0] A8y ay) sI auldiosip

UMO INO JBy) aAsleq O} pus) jle am) suldiosipgns umo syl Jo Aljesuao
B} JO JUBLUSSISSE UMO S JamaIAal 8U) JNo ajeledas 0} 9sooyd Aew JoUpa 8yl -
‘|eul} SE S8I0A SIOMIINGI 3] 33e] ABLU JOJIpe By} =

PUBISINEMIAA 9Y] JO AUSIBAUN 'SSOID [9BYSH),

ISIWwapoy

Ul a|gIsse
Buipuadas
Byio ou
e jeyj s
nay} pue
|elanas A
901G |u}
auo Auo
0} 103igns
Syl Yim
pue suod

ple

*Joyjn
109|3s p|r
HOMm jesi

Jolew sp
AlliBsSSa0:
Bunelado
gsneossq
V
IETE T Teled
-UOU S35
Ju=dayip
[eucipel)



#——

Michael Cross, University of the Witwatersrand

effective, the community needs to be aware of the roots, diversity and UN

complexity of its academic endeavour, the changing paradigms which guide

their practice and their value-ladenness. The values, norms and assumptions

guiding those parametres need to be explicit as the argumentation that

constitutes the basis for quality contro! decisions. Be
There are no ready-made models to address the challenge. The road un

ahead is still to be explored. We limit ourselves to a critical engagement with the

prevailing rules within the establishment. In this regard, we agree with

Greenstein that “Avoiding the pitfails of uncritical borrowing on the one hand and

insularity on the other, we should continue to look for creative ways of meshing Tc

the specificity of the South African condition with the quest for universally Kn

acknowledged educational achievements™® However, as we move in this

direction we must always remember as Little Richard put it: “The grass may be

greener on the other side but itis as hard to cut it”.* N’

I

32 Ran Greenstein, “Education, identity and curriculum policies”, op cit, p.12.

3 american Rock Star, Little Richard, interviewed by D Tambo on TV show “People of the South™.
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