Regulations

on reviewing scientific articles in the scientific peer-reviewed journal 
"Education and society"

1. an Article is accepted for review only if it meets the requirements for the original author's articles (materials).

2. For publication, each author must provide as separate documents: - text of article with annotations on electronic media (e-mail);

the title of the article, abstract and key words in English

- information about the author (surname, first name, patronymic of the author, academic degree, academic title, various honorary degrees and titles, the author's place of work and position, address, contact phone number and email address).

3. Articles are registered automatically as they are sent to the editorial office's email address.

4. editorial boards in the relevant scientific fields organize the review of articles submitted by the authors for publication. The reviewer must be a specialist of the relevant scientific profile or higher.

5. the Reviewer must review the submitted article within 2 weeks from the date of receipt and send a reasoned refusal or review to the editorial Board.

6. The reviewer can

- recommend the article for publication;

- recommend for publication after revision, taking into account comments;

- do not recommend the article for publication.

If the reviewer recommends the article for publication after revision, taking into account comments, or does not recommend the article for publication, the review should indicate the reasons for this decision.

7. the editorial Board of the journal "Education and society" in the relevant scientific direction considers the articles received from the authors, and makes a decision on their publication or refusal to publish. The decision of the editorial Board is made by a simple majority of votes. Based on the decision made, a letter is sent to the author (by e-mail, mail) on behalf of the editorial Board. The letter gives an overall assessment of the article, if the article can be published after revision / taking into account comments – recommendations for revision / removal of comments are given, if the article is not accepted for publication – the reasons for this decision are indicated. The editorial Board does not send authors reviews of their articles.

8. The article sent by the author to the editorial Board after the removal of comments is discussed in General terms.

Appendix 1

(sample review)

REVIEW
to the author's article ________________________________________________ Title of the article_________________________________________________ Criteria review article

1. The urgency of the issues

2. Novelty of the material

3. The correct terminology

4. The use of modern methods

5. Evidence-based conclusions

6. Logical presentation

7. Possession of the scientific style

8. The correctness of the citation and status of finding AIDS

9. Compliance with the requirements of article

Theoretical and methodological notes: ___________________________

Comments: ________________________________________________

Article_____________________ recommended for publication __________________ (recommended or not recommended for publication; recommended with elimination of comments)

Date _____

Reviewer __________________ (academic degree, position, University) (signature) (transcript of signature)
