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1. GENERAL REGULATIONS  

1.1. This regulation controls the procedure for reviewing manuscripts of 

articles submitted to the Editorial Board of the journal «Bulletin of the Belgorod 

Institute for Education Development» - hereinafter Editorial. 

1.2. The purpose of the review is to ensure high quality of published articles, 

to promote current research and to maintain the status of a scientific and 

methodological journal. 

 

2. ORDER OF SUBMISSION OF MATERIALS FOR REVIEWING 

2.1. All scientific articles submitted to the Editorial are subject to required 

review. 

2.2. Scientific article submitted to the Editorial must comply with the profile 

of the journal, be original and drawn up in accordance with the requirements of the 

journal «Bulletin of the Belgorod Institute of education development» specified in 

the journal regulation. Scientific articles that do not meet these requirements are 

rejected, not published and not returned. 

2.3. A copy of a scientific article carefully read by the author and the 

information of the author are submitted to the Editorial. The Editorial accepts the 

material if all requirements are met. Head editor submits it for reviewing. 

 

3. ORGANIZATION AND REVIEWING PROCEDURE 

3.1. Scientific material received from the author within 30 days passes the 

primary control on completeness, originality and the correctness of the design. 

3.2. The Editorial keeps records of the passage of the manuscript reviewing 

procedure. 

3.3. The Editorial organizes a review of a scientific article submitted by the 

author for publication. 

3.4. The review is carried out by a specialist - a member of the Editorial 

Board in charge of the relevant direction. 

3.5. The reviewer who reviews this scientific article cannot be its author (co-

author). 

3.6. Reviewers are notified that the manuscripts sent to them are the property 

of the authors and refer to non-public information. Reviewers are not allowed to 



make copies of the articles for their needs. The identity of the reviewer is 

confidential. 

3.7. The reviewer's data are indicated only in the first copy of the review, 

which remains in the editorial office. 

3.8. If the review of the article indicates the need for adjustment, it is sent to 

the author for revision. In this case, the date of receipt is considered the date of 

return of the modified article. 

3.9. If an article has been greatly revised by the reviewer's recommendation, 

it is sent for re-review to the same reviewer who made critical comments. 

3.10. The Editorial reserves the right to reject articles in case of the inability 

or unwillingness of the author to take into accounts the wishes of the Editorial 

Board. 

3.11. The reviewer is responsible for the article compliance reviewed by 

him, received a recommendation from him for publication in the journal «Bulletin 

of the Belgorod Institute of Education Development» with the criteria for scientific 

publications. 

3.12. Reviews and recommendations for each scientific article are kept in the 

editorial office of the journal «Bulletin of the Belgorod Institute of Education 

Development» for five years from the date of publication of the printed issue, in 

which the reviewed work is published. 

 

4. REQUIREMENTS FOR REVIEWS 

4.1. The review is drawn up on a form approved by the editors. 

4.2. The reviewer assesses the correspondence of the article to the scientific 

profile of the journal, its relevance, novelty, theoretical and practical significance, 

the presence of conclusions and recommendations, compliance with the established 

design rules. 

4.3. The review is signed by the original signature of the reviewer. 

 

5. RESULTS OF REVIEWING 

5.1. According to the results of the review reviewer makes one of the 

following decisions for consideration by the editorial board: 

 the work is recommended for publication (without modifications); 

 the work is recommended for publication subject to revision (without re-

reviewing); 

 the work requires revision and re-review; 

 the work is not recommended for publication. 

5.2. Having a positive review is not a sufficient reason to publish the work. 

5.3. The final decision to publish the article is made by the Editorial Board 

of the journal and recorded in the minutes of the Editorial Board meeting. 

5.4. The executive secretary informs the author about the decision taken on 

the article. 

5.5. If the publication of a work entailed a violation of someone’s copyright 

or generally accepted standards of scientific ethics, the editorial is entitled to 

retraction. 


