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The British Gestalt Journal is an international peer-reviewed journal which publishes articles, reports, interviews, reviews, news, and information on all aspects of Gestalt theory and related applications. The British Gestalt Journal particularly welcomes 

· Good-quality writing reflecting the diversity within the evolving Gestalt communities
· Articles ranging from the rigorously theoretical to the profoundly personal that are contactful and informative
· Contributions arising out of reflective practice that inform and develop Gestalt theory 
· Experimental forms of writing that reflect the dialogic and process orientation of Gestalt practice.    
The British Gestalt Journal’s policy on refereeing is that it should be confidential, well-informed, constructive, thorough and fair.  We should be very grateful if you would return your comments before the due date below, or let us know immediately if this is not possible.
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The following checklist amplifies the editorial policy.  Please indicate the key letter for the extent to which the criterion is fulfilled.  Does the article:

	address current or future critical issues?
	

	
	

	have a clear introduction indicating purpose?
	

	
	

	draw on and critically engage with appropriate literature?
	

	
	

	indicate sufficient research details if the article is empirical?
	

	
	

	have a clear, appropriately supported, thesis?
	

	
	

	have clear implications for practice?
	

	
	

	have an appropriate writing style?
	

	
	

	make a worthwhile and interesting contribution to the literature?
	

	

	have value for an international audience?
	


Key

Fully (F); Partially (P); Minimally (M); Not applicable (NA) 
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Please offer constructive comments to the writer to enable him or her, if necessary, to revise the article.  It would be helpful if these could be under the two headings of major issues and minor issues. A copy of this sheet will be sent to the author.  Please return the original to the editor. Please feel free to take as much space in individual sections as you need.  Any comments made on the manuscript – electronic or hard copy – should be in addition to, not a substitute for, written commentary to the author.
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Recommendation to the Editors

Please indicate which of the four decisions you judge is appropriate.  Substantial modifications may be required when the area being addressed is a worthwhile one but the article has one or more substantial flaws.  The category of reject should be reserved for articles with flaws that could not be addressed without beginning again.

	Overall Recommendation to the Editors:



	(  )
	Publish as it stands

	(  ) 
	Potential to publish subject to minor revisions (details provided)

	( ) 
	Potential to publish subject to major revisions (details provided)

	(  ) 
	Reject   (Is this more suitable for an alternative journal, if so please indicate which one)

	
	


