
STATEMENT OF PROCEDURE FOR REVIEWING MANUSCRIPTS PRESENTED 
FOR PUBLICATION IN SCIENTIFIC PERIODICAL (JOURNAL) «VESTNIK OF 

KOSTROMA STATE UNIVERSITY. SERIES: PEDAGOGY. PSYCHOLOGY. 
SOCIOKINETICS» 

 

1. Organisation and procedure of reviewing 

1.1. Reviewing manuscripts presented for publication in the journal 
«Vestnik of Kostroma State University. Series: Pedagogy. Psychology. 
Sociokinetics» is organised by the editorial board. The editor, the editorial 
board members and the executive secretary of the journal shall be 
responsible for the quality of reviews and timeliness of reviewing 
manuscripts. 

1.2. The expertise is classified as confidential, the review is provided 
to the author by the author’s written request without the reviewer’s 
signature and name, without naming position and place of work of the 
reviewer. 

1.3. The final decision on acceptance of the article of the author and 
its placement in one of the issues is taken at the meeting of the editorial 
board. The Editorial Board shall inform the author of the decision at the 
author’s request. The Editorial Board directs the author of the article not 
accepted the motivated refusal upon request of the author. 

1.4. Both members of the editorial council and the editorial board of 
scientific periodical «Vestnik of Kostroma State University. Series: Pedagogy. 
Psychology. Sociokinetics» and highly qualified scientists and experts of 
Kostroma State University and other institutions and enterprises, who are 
considered to have inherent professional knowledge and experience in the 
relevant scientific field, can be involved as reviewers for reviewing 
manuscripts. The author or the co-author of the paper under review should 
not be the reviewer. 

1.5. Reviewing manuscripts of articles is included in duties of teaching 
staff of Kostroma State University and is recognised in individual plans of 
the teaching staff. 

1.6. Reviews of manuscripts of articles should be stored in the thematic 
series of the editorial board for three years from the date of publication of 
the articles and be available on the very first request of the expert council 
of Russian Federation Higher Attestation Commission. 

2. Requirements for the review content 

2.1. A review should contain a qualified analysis of the article’s 
material, its unbiased and substantiated assessment and grounded 
recommendations. 



2.2. The review can be prepared by the reviewer in free form or in the 
form of filled expert questionnaire approved by the editorial board. 

2.3. It is necessary to pay attention to coverage the following issues in 
the review. 

* General analysis of scientific level, terminology, structure of the 
article, topicality of the theme. 

* Assessment of preparedness of the article for publication regarding 
language and style, regarding its compliance with the established 
requirements for materials registration in the article. 

* Scientific character of stating, correspondence of the methods, 
techniques, used by the author, of the author’s recommendations and 
research findings to the achievements of modern science and practice. 

* Admissibility of the length of the article as a whole and of its 
individual elements (text, tables, illustrations, bibliographic references). 
Expediency of premises in the article tables, illustrations and their 
compliance with the stated topic. 

* Place of the book under review among others, already printed on this 
topic: what's new in it, or how it differs from them, whether it duplicates 
the work of other authors or the previously printed work of this author (in 
whole or in part). 

* Inaccuracies and errors admitted by the author, and recommendations 
to the author and to the editorial board on improving the manuscript. 

2.5. The reviewer’s comments and suggestions should be objective and 
principled, aimed at improving the scientific and methodological level of 
the manuscript. 

2.6. Substantiated conclusions about the article as a whole and a clear 
recommendation on the advisability of its publication in the journal on a 
particular scientific field, corresponding the nomenclature of scientific 
specialties, approved by Russian Federation Higher Attestation Commission, 
shall be contained in the final part of the review. 

2.6. The reviewer shall justify the conclusions particularly convincing in 
the case of a negative assessment of the manuscript as a whole. 


