Centro Internazionale Letterature Migranti
Università degli Studi di Udine
OLTREOCEANO
A Journal on Migrations 


Blind Peer Review Form 
Spazio per la redazione
(da compilare dopo aver ricevuto la scheda con i giudizi del reviewer)

AUTORE/AUTRICE DELL’ ARTICOLO:
TITOLO:
[bookmark: _GoBack]PUBBLICAZIONE PREVISTA PER OLTREOCEANO  n.:21:
 REVIEWER:














Reader report due: within 10 day from receipt of the article 
Reader’s feedback: max. 1000 

Peer reviewers are asked to offer a brief assesment after marking with and X the appropriate option.
Format: A4; Font: Times New Roman; Character size: 12; Spacing: Single space; Article title:  capital letters, center of the page; Author’s first and last name:  below the title and  in capital letters;  Subsection titles:  bold; Length:  max eight (8) pages including notes, bibliography and other materials aimed at clarifying the content and  the originality of the contribution  or of its sources with regard to the relevant field of research. 


Overall assessment (mark with an X the appropriate option): 

1. Accept with no revisions 								
2. Accept with revisions 
a) Revisions to improve the effectiveness of the supported argument  	
b) Revisions to improve organization and clarity of presentation  		
c) Add conclusions								
d) Additional remarks 							
3. Reject  										

Detailed assessment:

	




Effectiveness of the supported argument  (mark with an X the appropriate option):
1. Acceptable										 
2. Not sufficient 									 


Article length  (mark with an X the  appropriate option):
1. Appropriate 									
2. Excessive  										
3.  Poor 										


Organization and clarity of presentation (mark with an X the appropriate option): 
1. Effective  / adequate								
2. Confusing / problematic  								


Theoretical background and methodology  (mark with an X the appropriate option): 
1. Appropriate /innovative / solid 							
2. Inadequate / dated/ lacking  							


Completeness of references  (mark with an X the appropriate option):
1. Appropriate / up to date  								
2. Not sufficient / dated 			 					

Coherence: please evaluate the effectiveness of the critical approach or methodology used in relation to the aims of the article
	



Detailed assessment: please comment on specific traits of the contribution to accept or to reject and offer suggestions for revision

	



The article was received on:
The article was sent on: 
