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Values, Scope, and Aim of the Journal
Conspectus is the journal of the South African Theological Seminary. The journal is fully accredited by the South African Department of Higher Education and Training (see here). Like the Seminary, the values of the journal are encapsulated in the phrase, “Bible-based, Christ-centered and Spirit-led.” Operationally, the journal is marked by four distinctives:
1. With interdisciplinary discourse being a prized research objective at SATS, the journal publishes articles from across the broad spectrum of theological studies (Biblical Studies, Practical Theology, Systematic Theology, Studies in Church and Society), as well as studies that link with extra-theological disciplines.
2. Conspectus is a Christian journal whose ethos does not divorce academic reflection and engagement from belief in God, obedience to the Scriptures, and commitment to the church. Consequently, Conspectus welcomes articles that are soundly Scriptural in perspective, approach, and content. The tone should reflect a commitment to the inspiration, authority, and relevance of Scripture, and to a theology that serves the church and honors God.[footnoteRef:2] Publishing articles that employ reader-centered methodologies for exegesis does not lie in Conspectus’s purview.[footnoteRef:3] [2:  A high view of Scripture implies that the divine inspiration, veracity, and authority of God’s Word are acknowledged. Rather than adopt a hermeneutic of suspicion, in which the biblical texts are regarded as filled with fabrications and contradictions, the interpretive approach to Scripture adopted in Conspectus is affirmatory in disposition, in which the antiquity, coherence, and lucidity of God’s Word are recognized. While the tools of higher criticism are appreciated for their potential usefulness in clarifying the erudition and complexity of Scripture, the main objective is not to ferret out, often in a subjective manner, the presumed sources (whether oral or written) and redactions of biblical texts. Instead, the goal is to exegete the final canonical form of God’s Word.]  [3:  Such methodologies include, but are not limited to, reader-response criticisms; a hermeneutic of suspicion; feminist/womanist/queer paradigms. ] 

3. Like the Seminary, Conspectus prioritizes representation and input from various nations, ethnicities, and denominations under a broadly evangelical umbrella. This is reflected in the Editorial Board, Editorial Team, Board of Referees, and the journal’s content.
4. As SATS is based on the African continent, its journal is largely representative of the Majority World—reflecting on/from and speaking into this context. Although this emphasis is apparent, this does not preclude contributions and contributors from elsewhere in the world.
Conspectus is an open-access journal, meaning that the journal is made available to readers at no cost. The journal is catalogued under ATLA (American Theological Library Association), Logos Bible Software, Galaxy Software, Sabinet, the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ), African Journals Online (AJOL), and is available on the SATS website. To be published in Conspectus, an article must go beyond a summary of secondary sources and present the results of sound theological research into a biblical or practical problem in a way that would be valuable to the church, including scholars, pastors, students, missionaries, or other Christian workers. 
Licensing, Copyright, and Open Access Policy
All issues of Conspectus are open access, implying that they are available for download at no cost from https://sats.ac.za/conspectus/. Subscription fees and embargo periods do not apply, and readers and authors are allowed to freely share the links and content. Readers can read, print, share, link, or use articles without the permission of the Editorial Team or authors.    
Once an article is published in the journal, copyright is transferred to SATS. Conspectus is protected by Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0), as stipulated here.
After publication, authors are entitled to:
· share their work on any chosen platform (including conferences and educational purposes),
· expand and edit the article for a thesis or dissertation, and 
· republish the article elsewhere, provided the new publisher is made aware of the former publication. In addition, the republished article must include a citation of the original article in Conspectus.
Publication Fee
The publication of the journal is primarily funded by the South African Theological Seminary. A fee of 4500 ZAR is payable upon publication. This fee only applies to authors who are formally affiliated with a South African public university and hence benefit from the subsidy provided by the South African government. Publication fees do not apply to those with no such affiliations. 
Review and Editorial Process
Conspectus subscribes to a double-blind peer review process. The Editorial Team commits to ensuring anonymity of both authors and reviewers. Each article is reviewed by three members of the review board[footnoteRef:4] and reviewers are appointed based on expertise. The review process takes between 4 and 8 weeks. [4:  The Review Board is an independent body, meaning that none of its members serve on the Conspectus Editorial Team or Editorial Board.] 

The editorial process is divided into ten phases. Each phase describes the tasks specific to the phase, the person(s) responsible, and signals the phase to follow. 
Phase 1: Article Submission 
An article is submitted to the editors of Conspectus via email (conspectus@sats.ac.za). The deadlines for submissions are as follows:
· End of April for the October issue.
· End of October for the April issue.
Phase 2: Preliminary Evaluation
The editors conduct a preliminary assessment of the submissions before they are sent for double-blind peer review. Articles will only be considered if they are accompanied by the Author’s Agreement (See § 6 in the Author Guidelines). If an article does not adhere to the requirements stated in the Author Guidelines or does not align with the theological scope, aims, or values of the journal, the editors reserve the right to send it back to the author for revision or to decline it. In such a case, the editors’ decision is final and need not be explained to the author(s).
Phase 3: Double-blind Peer Review 
The editors send selected articles for double-blind peer review. Prior to sending the documents, the editors ensure the anonymity of authors by removing personal details and clearing author information from the Word document. The editors send referees the following:
· The article(s).
· The Conspectus author guidelines (Annexure A).
· The Conspectus Review Form (Annexure B).
Reviewers are given up to four weeks to return their reviews to the editors. Reviewers are asked to pay special attention to the following: title; abstract; major claim; methodology; argument; trends and sources; style and formatting; contribution; scriptural engagement; suitability.
Phase 4: Collating Reviews and Determining Outcomes 
After receiving the three reviews, the editors, in consultation with the content editor, agree on the outcome. The comments from the review panel are converted into one master feedback document per article.[footnoteRef:5] These documents are passed on to authors by the editors. The outcome can be one of the following: accepted; accepted with minor corrections; accepted with major corrections; resubmit; decline.  [5:  Reviewers and editors do not work on the article using comments and track changes. Rather, a separate Word document is opened with changes indicated in the following format: “P. 24, par. 2, line 13: Add a period.”] 

Should an author wish to appeal the outcome of a review, they are to contact the journal editor who will consider the case alongside the Editorial Team. Once the appeal has been processed, the decision made by the Editorial Team is final. 
Phase 5: Feedback to Authors and Amendments
Upon receiving the documents, authors are given the opportunity to make all the necessary amendments. Using the feedback form, authors are expected to send a report outlining changes made and motivating those not adhered to upon submitting their revised articles. The revised article and report are then sent to the editors for another round of review. If the outcome was a resubmission, the article will be considered for the next volume. Once such an article has been revised, it is sent for review to the original reviewers and the process will repeat itself. The Editorial Team only allows one resubmission. If a resubmitted article is not accepted in the second round of reviews, it will be declined. 
Phase 6: Internal Copy and Editing
The revised articles are sent to the internal copy editor, who uploads it to SATS’s plagiarism software and liaises with the authors to ensure that the articles adhere to the Author Guidelines, SBL Handbook of Style (2014), and Chicago Manual of Style (2017). Once the copy editor and content editor are satisfied with an article it is typeset into the parent document by the proofreader.
Phase 7: Internal Editing of Parent Document 
The editors and proofreader work together to edit the master copy to its final form before sending it to the external typesetter. 
Phase 8: External Typesetting and Layout
The editors send the parent document to the external layout artist. During this phase, the layout artist will transfer the edited Word document onto the dedicated template for the issue, making necessary changes where appropriate. Once complete the new document is sent to the editors for review.
Phase 9: Final Checks 
Upon receiving the typeset articles, the editors, copy editor, proofreader, and authors read through each article. The Editorial Team evaluates the work done by the layout artist and typesetter, noting mandatory changes and adjustments. The layout artist/typesetter incorporates the required changes into the document and sends the revised document back to the editors for approval. 
Phase 10: Publication and Announcement (May/November)
Once the editor approves of the document, the media manager liaises with the content manager and webmaster concerning the publication of the issue on SATS’s platforms. The editors also communicate with the following parties:
· The editors congratulate authors on their publications. The editors attach the final articles and the complete issue to the congratulatory messages.
· SATS’s Management Team is informed.
· The Editorial Team is thanked for the successful publication of the issue.
· The Editorial Board is informed and thanked.
· SATS academics and friends of SATS are informed. 
Plagiarism
The Conspectus Editorial Team considers plagiarism (whether intentional or unintentional) a serious offense. All articles are uploaded to plagiarism software during internal copy editing. If an author should be found guilty of plagiarism, the article will be immediately rejected or retrospectively removed if plagiarism is discovered at a later stage. Potential plagiarism will be investigated by the editor, associate editor, and copy editor, in conversation with the Academic Dean and Principal. Authors will be given an opportunity to explain irregularities before the outcomes are determined. All cases are evaluated along four levels of severity: accidental, isolated, significant, and pervasive. 
If an author is found guilty of significant or pervasive plagiarism, if they are a repeat offender, or if they refuse a meeting with the Editorial Team, the editors reserve the right to inform the author’s superiors. In such a case, all responsibilities towards SATS will be immediately terminated and the author will be permanently banned from submitting articles and reviews to Conspectus. 
If an author is found guilty of unintentional or isolated plagiarism, their article will be removed from the journal. However, they will be free to rewrite and resubmit it for review after a year. If an Editorial Board member is found guilty of plagiarism on any of the four levels of severity, their seat on the board will be suspended. In the case of unintentional or isolated plagiarism, the suspension can be temporary. 
Use of Generative Artificial Intelligence (GAI)
We take cognizance of technological changes and the ethical challenges they bring. GAI is one of such technologies. GAI is here to stay, and we need to find ways to carry out our work in the context of such technological realities and changes. This realization requires that we outline both unethical and ethical uses of such technologies. The Conspectus Editorial Team considers the following as unethical uses of GAI:
· Bypassing research
· Fabricating references
· Replacing critical thinking
· Solving problem
· Paraphrasing or translating
· Summarising sources
· Automating reflections
· Answering questions for me
· Concealing dependence

We expect our authors to adhere to ethical uses of GAI which include:
· Assistance with spelling, grammar, punctuation, vocabulary, and synonyms
· Restructuring phrases, sentences, and portions written by me
· Proofreading
· Assistance in the structuring of the author’s article
· Research assistance (suggesting resources, summarizing topics for better understanding)
· Disclosing any use of GAI in the writing and editing of my journal article. They should also agree that any of the following measures may apply if they do not disclose the use of GAI:
· The removal of their article from the current volume, to make the necessary adjustments and fully disclose the use of GAI for publication in the next volume. 
· The removal of their article from the current volume, a temporary suspension or permanently banned from submitting an article to Conspectus.  
· The Editors reserve the right to inform the author’s superiors/institution of origin, in case they refuse to respond to the Editorial Team’s invitation to a meeting on the matter of GAI or if they are repeat offenders. 
Archiving 
Conspectus is currently catalogued under ATLA (EBSCOhost), Logos Bible Software, Galaxie.net, Sabinet, the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ), African Journals Online (AJOL), and the Seminary’s website (available here). All published content is uploaded to Portico for electronic archiving. Since January 2022, all articles and book reviews have been allocated a DOI issued by Crossref. 
Corrections and Retractions
Once an article is published in the journal, copyright is transferred to SATS. Typological errors cannot be amended after publication, but major errors with ethical implications, such as plagiarism or theological error, will be reviewed upon request. If an article is retracted, a retraction note will be added to the published PDF. 
Editorial Team
Description and Responsibilities
The journal is steered by an Editorial Team that meets once a month. The Editorial Team consists of the editor, associate editor, content editor, copy editor, proofreader and administrator, and book review editor(s).
The responsibilities of team members are outlined here below:
Editor
The editor is responsible for the Editorial Team, the journal’s research trajectory, and upholding the ethos of Conspectus. They communicate with the Editorial Board on behalf of the Editorial Team. The editor also reports to SATS’s Management Team on behalf of the Editorial Team and vice-versa. The editor and associate editor meet regularly to discuss Conspectus’s operations. The editor is also a member of Conspectus’s Editorial Board.
Associate Editor
The associate editor is responsible for the journal’s operations. This includes implementing procedures related to the editorial process and contributing to the journal’s research trajectory. The associate editor also chairs Editorial Team meetings, communicates with contributors and the Editorial Team, and evaluates the content of the journal. The associate editor is also a member of Conspectus’s Editorial Board.
Content Editor
The content editor is responsible for the quality of articles that are published in Conspectus. As a gatekeeper of standards, they have the authority to query the efficacy and viability of submissions approved by referees. The content editor also contributes to the journal’s operational ethos and serves as a member of Conspectus’s Editorial Board. 
Copy Editor
The copy editor is responsible for Conspectus’s grammar and formatting. However, the role extends to other areas of the editorial process. As a gatekeeper of standards, they ensure that articles are free from plagiarism and have the authority to query the efficacy and viability of submissions approved by referees. The copy editor also evaluates journal content, contributes to the journal’s operational ethos, and serves on Conspectus’s Editorial Board. 
Proofreader and Administrator
The proofreader and administrator is responsible for checking grammar and typesetting before an issue is published. They are responsible for setting the agenda and collating minutes and actions from the Editorial Team’s monthly meetings, as well as other administrative tasks delegated by the editor and associate editor. As administrator, they also collate data metrics from the sites that the journal is indexed on.
Book Review Editor(s)
The book review editor is responsible for negotiating and maintaining agreements for free review copies with publishing houses, identifying relevant books for review, and collating and evaluating book reviews for publication. They also serve on Conspectus’s Editorial Board. 
Current Members
Editor: Dr. Basilius Kasera (basilius@sats.ac.za)[footnoteRef:6]  [6:  Editorial Office: 37 Grosvenor Road, Bryanston, Sandton, 2191
  Contact Number: 011 022 4440] 

Associate Editor: Dr. Sarah Apps (sarah@sats.ac.za)
Content and Copy Editor: Mr. Izaak J. L. Connoway (izaak@sats.ac.za)
Proofreader and Administrator: Ms. Lize Labuschagne (lize@sats.ac.za) 
Book Review Editor: Dr. George Coon (george@sats.ac.za) 
Editorial Board
Description and Responsibilities
The Editorial Board is an international group of scholars appointed by Conspectus’s editor in consultation with the SATS Management Team to provide accountability and professional input in the running of the journal. Potential board members are identified by the existing board and/or Editorial Team and invited to submit a CV, photograph, biography, and 3–4 articles for consideration by the Editorial Team in consultation with the SMT. It is not standard procedure for members of the public to apply for such a position; rather, potential members are invited by the journal editor.
At least two-thirds of the Editorial Board consists of scholars with no formal affiliation to SATS. Editorial Board members do not review articles but fulfill an advisory role. The responsibilities of Editorial Board members include familiarizing themselves with the values, scope, and aims of the journal, doing a high-level reading of each volume (two per year), completing a short bi-annual report form, and availing themselves for two Editorial Board meetings a year.
The bi-annual report form includes
· feedback on the last edition,
· suggestions for upcoming editions, and
· suggestions for possible reviewers, Editorial Board members, authors, articles, and books to review. 
All Editorial Board meetings are hosted online on a video-conferencing platform. These meetings are recorded, and minutes are archived by the associate editor. An Editorial Board chairperson is nominated by the Editorial Team and Editorial Board and appointed to the role for a two-year period (four journal issues). The elected chairperson is responsible for chairing the bi-annual meetings. 
Current Editorial Board Members
Chairperson: Dr. Desmond Henry (Luis Palau Association; North-West University) 
Dr. Scott Adams (Regent University)
Dr. Sarah Apps (South African Theological Seminary)
Dr. Collium Banda (North-West University) 
Dr. Irene Banda (Rhema Bible Training Centre)
Dr. Albert Coetsee (North-West University) 
Mr. Izaak J. L. Connoway (South African Theological Seminary)
Dr. George Coon (South African Theological Seminary) 
Prof. Philip du Toit (North-West University) 
Dr. Robert Falconer (South African Theological Seminary)
Dr. Wanjiru Gitau (Palm Beach Atlantic University)
Dr. Luc Kabongo (University of Pretoria) 
Dr. Basilius Kasera (University of Namibia; South African Theological Seminary)
Prof. Dan Lioy (Institute of Lutheran Theology; Portland Seminary)
Dr. Cynthia Long Westfall (McMaster Divinity College)
Dr. Dogara Ishaya Manomi (Theological College of Northern Nigeria; University of Mainz) 
Prof. Elna Mouton (Stellenbosch University) 
Dr. Kevin Muriithi Ndereba (St. Paul’s University; Stellenbosch University)
Dr. Caswell Ntseno (South African Theological Seminary) 
Dr. Bitrus Sarma (Kaboro Theological Seminary)
Dr. Vuyani Sindo (George Whitefield College)
Dr. Daniel Strange (Oak Hill College; Crosslands, London)
Dr. Abeneazer G. Urga (Evangelical Theological College) 
Dr. Cornelia van Deventer (South African Theological Seminary) 
Dr. Alistair Wilson (Edinburgh Theological Seminary)
Review Board
Articles submitted to Conspectus undergo double-blind peer review, provided they pass the editors’ initial inspection. The journal has a board of reviewers who are responsible for reviewing articles across the spectrum of theological disciplines. Reviewers are enlisted to review articles within their areas of specialization. Review forms are supplied by the Editorial Team (see Annexure B). The board of reviewers has a two-thirds membership majority external to SATS and none of its members are permitted to serve on the Editorial Team or Editorial Board. To safeguard the integrity of the double-blind peer review process, the list of reviewers is not published in any of the journal’s policy documents. 
Confidentiality and Non-Disclosure Agreement
By agreeing to serve on the Editorial Team, the Review Board, or the Editorial Board, one assents to the confidentiality and non-disclosure policy here described.
Terms of Agreement
The Editorial Team, Editorial Board Members, and Board of Referees undertake to treat as confidential and not to disclose to any person without the written authority from the editors, the following information:
1. know-how, ideas, trade secrets, suppliers, customers, and trade connections;
2. information pertaining to the management of Conspectus, contributors’ personal details, the names and personal details of the Board of Reviewers, and contributors’ unpublished research; 
3. any written information which is labelled “confidential” or “proprietary” before it is disclosed to the contributors; or 
4. any oral information, which is preceded by a statement that it is intended to be confidential and is later reduced in writing by the Editorial Team.
Should team members, board members, and reviewers be unsure whether certain information is confidential, they will be obliged to treat such information as confidential until the uncertainty is resolved. This agreement is specifically enforceable without proof of monetary damages and shall be governed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the Republic of South Africa. The provisions of this agreement shall survive the termination of a contract or memorandum of understanding between Conspectus and members of the Editorial Team, Editorial Board, and Review Board. In the event that any portion of this agreement is held to be invalid for any reason, the remainder of this agreement will remain in full force and effect.
To sign the Confidentiality and Non-Disclosure Agreement, visit Annexure C.


Annexure A: Conspectus Author Guidelines
1. Aims, Scope, and Values of the Journal
Conspectus is the journal of the South African Theological Seminary. Like the Seminary, the values of the journal are encapsulated in the phrase, “Bible-based, Christ-centred, and Spirit-led.” Launching from an appreciation of interdisciplinary discourse, the journal publishes from across the broad spectrum of theological studies (Biblical Studies, Practical Theology, Systematic Theology, Studies in Church and Society), while establishing links with extra-theological disciplines where appropriate. Like the Seminary, Conspectus invites contributions from the broad spectrum of denominations while showcasing academic research from a broadly evangelical perspective. The journal seeks contributions from authors who subscribe to a high view of Scripture, as is consistent with evangelical tenets.[footnoteRef:7] Publishing articles that employ reader-centered methodologies for exegesis does not lie in Conspectus’s purview.[footnoteRef:8] Additionally, as SATS is based on the African continent, the journal foregrounds contributions from the Majority World. To be published in Conspectus an article must go beyond a summary of secondary sources and present the results of sound theological research valuable to the church, including scholars, pastors, students, missionaries, and/or other Christian practitioners. Conspectus is an open-source journal, catalogued under ATLA (American Theological Library Association), Logos Bible Software, Galaxy Software, Sabinet, the Directory of Open Access Journals, African Journals Online (AJOL), and the SATS website (available here).[footnoteRef:9]  [7:  A high view of Scripture implies that the divine inspiration, veracity, and authority of God’s Word are acknowledged. Rather than adopt a hermeneutic of suspicion, in which the biblical texts are regarded as filled with fabrications and contradictions, the interpretive approach to Scripture adopted in Conspectus is affirmatory in disposition, in which the antiquity, coherence, and lucidity of God’s Word are recognized. While the tools of higher criticism are appreciated for their potential usefulness in clarifying the erudition and complexity of Scripture, the main objective is not to ferret out, often in a subjective manner, the presumed sources (whether oral or written) and redactions of biblical texts. Instead, the goal is to exegete the final canonical form of God’s Word.]  [8:  Such methodologies include, but are not limited to, reader-response criticisms; a hermeneutic of suspicion; feminist/womanist/queer paradigms. ]  [9:  All published content is uploaded to Portico for electronic archiving. ] 

2. Terms of Agreement
Conspectus subscribes to a double-blind peer review process. The Editorial Team commits to ensuring anonymity of both authors and reviewers. Each article is reviewed by three members of the review board[footnoteRef:10] and reviewers are appointed based on expertise. Upon review, authors will be furnished with a feedback form containing the three evaluations and explaining the outcome. Should an author wish to appeal the outcome of a review, they are to contact the journal editor who will consider the case alongside the Editorial Team. Once the appeal has been processed, the decision made by the Editorial Team is final.  [10:  The Review Board is an independent body, meaning that none of its members serve on the Conspectus Editorial Team or Editorial Board.] 

Once an article is published in the journal, copyright is transferred to SATS. Typological errors cannot be amended after publication, but major errors with ethical implications, such as plagiarism and theological error, will be reviewed upon request. Conspectus is protected by Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0), as stipulated here. Under this license, readers are free to distribute, use, and adapt material from the journal with the condition that
· the author(s) and journal are credited with the use of citations, and
· the user indicates where changes have been made to the original.
The publisher agrees to, as far possible, protect the author’s article against plagiarism and copyright infringement. 
After publication, the author is entitled to
· share their work on any chosen platform (including conferences and lecturing),
· expand and edit the article for a thesis or dissertation, and
· republish the article elsewhere. However, this must be done with the full consent of the new publisher; and the new publication must include a citation demonstrating the original appearance in Conspectus.
By submitting an article for review, the author agrees that
· the article is submitted with the consent of all the authors/contributors and other relevant parties; 
· the article includes the necessary citations, is not plagiarized, and does not infringe on any copyright laws;
· consent has been given for the inclusion of all tables, figures, or images used in the article (please include an admission of consent in the submission);  
· the article has not been published elsewhere; and 
· the article is not undergoing review for possible publication with another journal.
A publication fee of 4500 ZAR is payable upon publication. This fee only applies to authors who are formally affiliated with a South African public university and hence benefit from the subsidy provided by the South African government. 
3. Submissions
Prospective authors are to submit their articles and book reviews to conspectus@sats.ac.za. All submissions should adhere to the guidelines listed below. If an article fails to comply with these guidelines or does not align with the theological scope, aims, or values of the journal, the editors reserve the right to send it back to the author for revision or to decline the article. In such a case, the editors’ decision is final and need not be explained to the author(s). Articles should also be accompanied by an Author’s Agreement (see § 6).
4. General Requirements
4.1. Articles
· All articles should be submitted in MS Word format (preferably .docx).
· Conspectus only publishes articles in English (US spelling and punctuation).
· Articles should be proofread and contain minimal linguistic, grammatical, and spelling errors.
· Articles should be between 5000 and 8000 words in length (footnotes included; works cited excluded).
· Articles should include an abstract (100–150 words) and 3–5 keywords. 
· Conspectus employs a double-blind peer review process. Any reference to the author should thus be removed from the article.[footnoteRef:11]  [11:  This includes self-citations. Authors should indicate where information has been removed. ] 

· A cover page containing the following information should be included as a separate MS Word document:
· The title of the article
· The name of the author
· The institutional affiliation of the author
· A short bio of the author (50–70 words)[footnoteRef:12] [12:  The biographical note should include the candidate’s highest qualification, awarding institution, current position(s), and research interests.] 

· The author’s email address
· ORCID (preferably) or Semantic Scholar (authors must create one if they do not have an existing account)
· An Author’s Agreement form (§ 6) should be completed and submitted alongside the article. 
4.2. Book Reviews
The Conspectus book review editors are responsible for soliciting books for review. Unsolicited reviews will be considered, but it is preferable that contact be made with the book review editors prior to submission. Reviewers should assess when they first receive their review copy, whether they will indeed be able to write a review within the allotted time (usually three months from the date of receipt). It is vital to finish the review in an expeditious manner. Authors should notify the review editors immediately if a review cannot be completed within the allotted time.
The Editorial Team especially values reviewing books of recent (within the last two years) publication. Rarely is a second edition reviewed, and only if there are substantial changes and it is a significant publication. Works written/produced by more than two or three authors/editors are not ordinarily reviewed, though in some cases the Editorial Team accepts them, depending on the publication’s importance. The review should contain roughly an equal amount of description and critical interaction. For this reason, it is expected that the reviewer has at least some expertise in the field of the book being reviewed.[footnoteRef:13] [13:  At a minimum, the reviewer should have earned at least an MTh (or equivalent) and be enrolled in a doctoral program. Even better are reviewers having a terminal degree (such as the PhD, DTh, or equivalent).] 

Reviews for Conspectus should be scholarly in tone and objective in elocution. The discourse must be free of polemics and ad hominem or personal attacks. Moreover, Conspectus is not an avenue to publicize a reviewer’s personal favorite publications. Instead, books should be assessed for their academic contribution to the field of study under consideration. Conspectus does not accept reviews of popular-level books, nor does it accept reviews of self-published books. Reviews need to be compatible with, or at least sensitive to, Conspectus’s broadly evangelical perspective, as described above (see § 1). While some latitude is permitted, an overall stance that seems designed to contradict Conspectus’s theological ethos will result in the review being rejected for publication.
Unless stated otherwise, reviews should adhere to the requirements laid out in this document. Book reviews should be formatted as outlined below:
· The body of the review should ideally be between 1000–1500 words.[footnoteRef:14] [14:  A review/interaction with a major work in the field may warrant a review article of greater length, which must be approved by the editorial team.] 

· The title of a book review ought to include the following:
· The book information (formatted according to § 5.12 of this document)
· The number of pages
· The book’s ISBN number
· The price of the book (an estimation in Rand is preferred)
· The type of book (paperback; hardback; electronic version; Kindle)
· For example:
Powell, Mark A. 2018. Introducing the New Testament: A Historical, Literary, and Theological Survey. 2nd ed. Grand Rapids: Baker. 1–591 pp. ISBN: 978-0-8010-9960-1. R886 ($52.99). Hardback.
· The body of the review should begin with a concise introduction of the book’s author, followed by a brief summary of the work being reviewed. This should comprise no more than a third of the review.
· A major part of the review should consist of an objective, balanced evaluation of the work. This includes analyzing the author’s thesis, determining the book’s purpose, and situating the book in its historical context. When engaging the text, avoid saying simply, “I agree” or “I disagree.” Be critical, yet respectful of the author as an accomplished scholar.
· The review should conclude by giving a brief discussion of such matters as the book’s place in the field, why the ideas of the book are relevant, the intended audience of the book, and what the book will help readers understand about the subject matter contained in the book being reviewed. 
· At the conclusion, the reviewer’s name should be given as it is to be published, followed by the reviewer’s academic institution, both right justified. 
· A short bio of the authors (50–70 words) should accompany all book reviews (see § 4.1 above). 
· Book reviews must not contain footnotes and need to indicate the page(s) that is/are being quoted or referenced in parentheses.
5. Formatting
Unless otherwise specified, Conspectus adheres to the formatting style of the SBL Handbook of Style, Second Edition (2014). It is the responsibility of the author(s) to ensure that their article adheres to the handbook’s requirements. The following style guide provides a high-level overview of the most important requirements.
5.1. Font
· 12 point, Times New Roman, 1.5 line spacing, justified paragraphs. 
· Ancient languages (Hebrew, Greek, Aramaic, Syriac, Coptic) should be in Unicode, set in Times New Roman.
5.2. Paragraphs
· Paragraphs are to be distinguished by the indentation of the first line of the second and subsequent paragraphs under any given heading (not by white space between paragraphs).
· Authors should not use tabs to set indents but make use of Word’s paragraph formatting function.
5.3. Punctuation
· As prescribed by the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 4.1.1.1), Conspectus requires the use of the serial comma/Oxford comma.
· For quotations, double quotation marks are to be used with commas and full stops placed inside the quotation marks (semi-cola are to feature outside the quotation marks). 
· Authors are to use single quotation marks for a quotation within a quotation. In the case where the author wants to emphasize that the punctuation marks are not part of the quotation, they can be placed outside of single quotation marks (see § 4.1.2).
· Footnotes are to be inserted after punctuation marks.
5.4. Headings
Headings should be kept at a maximum of three levels. Prospective authors are to use the styles function in Microsoft Word to classify them accordingly (Heading 1, 2, 3). Headings should be left-aligned, numbered, and formatted as below:
1. First-Level Headings (Each word capitalized, bold)
1.1. Second-level headings (First word capitalized, italics)
1.1.1. Third-level headings (First word capitalized)
5.5. Hyphenation
Authors are to distinguish between hyphens, en dashes, and em dashes. 
· Hyphens are used to connect words (e.g., first-century audience; well-argued response). 
· En dashes are used for any range, including page numbers, dates, Scripture references, and other numerical values (e.g., John 20:30–31; pp. 121–122).[footnoteRef:15] [15:  The en dash can be inserted using the shortcut, Alt + 0150 (Windows users) and Alt + - (Mac users). ] 

· Em dashes are syntax markers and should be used without spacing before or after (e.g., “The crucifixion represents the climax of the Fourth Gospel, since it functions as the scene with the greatest intensity and conflict—both internal and external.”).[footnoteRef:16]  [16:  The em dash can be inserted using the shortcut, Alt + 0151 (Windows users) and Alt + Shift + - (Mac Users).] 

5.6. Abbreviations
5.6.1. General
General abbreviations are marked by periods and can be freely used in parentheses and footnotes but not in the main text. For a list of accepted general abbreviations, see the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 8.1).
· The abbreviation e.g., is used for “for example.” If it is in the middle of a sentence, it is preceded and followed by a comma (analyzing, e.g., Eph 2). If it is preceded only by a bracket, it is only followed by a comma (e.g., Eph 2).
· The abbreviation i.e., is used for “in other words.” It is always followed by a comma (i.e., the ethos of the believer).
· The abbreviation et al. is used for in-text citations that refer to a work composed by four or more authors. The full stop is only added after “al” and the abbreviation is not italicized (Estes et al. 2010, 150).
· The use of the period abbreviations BC and AD is encouraged. However, authors are free to use BCE and CE with motivation.[footnoteRef:17]   [17:  AD precedes the date, while BC, BCE and CE follow it.] 

For accepted abbreviations of divisions, units, texts, and versions of the Bible, see the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 8.2.1). Unless used to start a sentence, the following abbreviations are to be used for words followed by numerical value:
· p. for page; pp. for pages (p. 2; pp. 2–4),
· v. for verse; vv. for verses (v. 2; vv. 2–4),
· ch. for chapter; chs. for chapters (ch. 2; chs. 2–4).[footnoteRef:18] [18:  Note the space between the abbreviation and the number(s).] 

If any of the above words are not followed by numbers, they are to be written out in full (“in the first chapter”; “on the second page”; “an analysis of the verse”). In a book review, the word “chapter” is always written out in full.
5.6.2. Primary sources
For a list of accepted abbreviations for primary sources and authors, see the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 8.3).
· Abbreviations for books of the Bible, deuterocanonical books, and the dead sea scrolls are not followed by a full stop. 
· Unless used to start a sentence, “Old Testament” and “New Testament” are to be abbreviated as OT and NT.
· Please write out terms like “first century,” “second century,” and “twenty-first century.”
· Authors may use the abbreviation LXX for the Septuagint and MT for the Masoretic Text or may choose to write these out in full.[footnoteRef:19] These abbreviations should be in subscript if inserted after the text (Deut 8:1LXX; Deut 8:1MT).  [19:  The abbreviation MT can also be used for Majority Text. To avoid ambiguity, an author will need to clarify using a footnote.] 

· The following is prescribed for the use of Bible books:
· If a Bible book appears without chapters or verses, it is to be written out in full (“Among the themes found in Romans …”).
· If the reference includes chapter and verse numbers, the Bible book is abbreviated (“Among the themes found in Rom 1–4 …”).
· If a sentence starts with the name of a Bible book, it is to be written out even if it contains chapters and verses (“Romans 1–4 addresses …”; “Romans 1:4 addresses …”; “Romans addresses …”). 
· If a sentence starts with a Bible book that begins with a number, the number is to be written out (“First Corinthians was written …”).
· Abbreviations for Bible books are not to be used in abstracts.
· Bible books should always be abbreviated in footnotes and parentheses. 
· While the works of ancient authors are abbreviated (see 2014, § 8.3.6; § 8.3.7; § 8.3.11; § 8.3.14), the names of the authors are to be written out in full. 
5.7. Apostrophes
According to the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 4.1.6.) all proper nouns ending on the letter s are to be written with an apostrophe and additional s in the possessive (e.g., Jesus’s; Moses’s).
5.8. Capitalization
· Authors should be consistent in their capitalization of words. 
· Words are capitalized if they are used as titles. For example, “the Gospel of John” would be capitalized, while the literary type of gospel would be written in lowercase. Also, when gospel refers to the good news, it is not capitalized.
· If used adjectivally, lowercase is prescribed. For example, while “Bible” would be capitalized, “biblical” requires lowercase.
· Nouns used for God are to be capitalized (e.g., Son of Man; Lamb; Lord; Shepherd), while pronouns for God should be written in lowercase (he; him; his).
· Official terminology relating to Jewish tradition is to be capitalized (e.g., Law; Hebrew Scriptures; Sabbath; Septuagint; Feast of Booths).
· While some journals prefer Gentiles, Pagans, and Diaspora to be written in lowercase, Conspectus requests that they be capitalized.
· In the case of surnames preceded by particles (e.g., van Deventer; von Rad), authors ought to capitalize according to the standard use employed by the specific author (see 2014, § 7.2.2.3 for a list of names). Particles should have the same case throughout the text (including running text, footnotes, indexes, and bibliographies), whether preceded by names/initials or not. However, when at the beginning of a sentence, particles are always capitalized (e.g., “Van Deventer (2019, 20) argues ….”). 
· For examples not mentioned here, see 2014, § 4.3.6.
5.9. Quotations
Quotations, especially block quotations, should be kept to a minimum. Articles containing an overuse of quotations will not be published.[footnoteRef:20] [20:  The overuse of quotations refers to the phenomenon where an article is reduced to a compilation of quotes harvested from secondary sources and Scripture, strung together by connectives. ] 

· Authors ought to indicate which Bible translations they are using when quoting Scripture. If an author is working from their own translation, the words “author’s translation” is to be added. 
· Incorrect or unexpected forms found in quotations are noted by the addition of [sic]. Note that sic is always in italics and enveloped in square brackets. 
· Quotations of five or more lines should be formatted as a block quotation. Block quotations should be indented on the left (not just the first line), not set in italics, and contain no quotation marks. The font size of the block quotation should be the same as that of the rest of the paper. A block quotation is to be ended with the proper punctuation, followed by the citation in parentheses (See § 4.1.5). The citation is not followed by a full stop.
5.10. Ancient Languages
Words in ancient languages (Greek; Hebrew; Aramaic; Syriac; Coptic) should not be transliterated but formatted using proper characters (in the fonts prescribed in this document, see § 5.1). All words or phrases in ancient languages must be accompanied by a translation—either in parentheses or footnotes. 
· E.g., “John uses the phrase ἐν ἀρχῇ (in [the] beginning) …,” or “Ἐν ἀρχῇ ἦν ὁ λόγος.”1
1. In [the] beginning was the Word.
· For Greek, the proper accents and breathing marks should be included. In the instance where a word containing a grave accent is taken out of its sentence and used alone, the grave accent (ˋ) should be replaced with an acute (ˊ). 
· The first letter of a Greek word is never capitalized when used in an English sentence unless it is a proper noun. This even applies when a Greek word is used as the first word within an English sentence (e.g., “νῦν is often used by Peter …”). 
· For Hebrew text, only vowels and consonants should be included (no reading markers, breathings, or accents).
· For Greek and Hebrew, markers from textual apparatus should only be included if discussed. 
· Foreign words that have become technical terms can be transliterated and should be italicized (e.g., shalom; koinonia). This includes technical terms from Latin (e.g., a priori), German (e.g., Wirkungsgeschichte), and other foreign languages. 
5.11. Citations
Conspectus uses the author-date referencing system for secondary literature (see the SBL Handbook of Style 2014, § 6.5). Footnotes should only be used for additional information—not for referencing. Authors are to cross-reference to ensure that all in-text citations appear in the works cited list (and vice versa). The following should be adhered to:
· Citations should be enveloped by parentheses (round brackets), written in the following format: surname—space—date—comma—space—page number(s). 
· E.g., (Brant 2004, 92)
· Multiple citations are separated by a semicolon and a space.
· E.g., (Brant 2004, 92; Rhoads 2009, 94)
· For Scripture references, elements of the same nature (chapter or verse) are separated by a comma (e.g., Exod 9, 12, 18; Exod 9:12, 15), while a semicolon is used to separate multiple references where non-similar components follow one another (Exod 9:12, 15; 12:4, 7).
· A range of page numbers are to be written inclusively (210–220, not 210–20). 
· If the author’s name features in the sentence, the citation (inserted directly after the name of the author—not at the end of the sentence) should only contain the date and page number(s). 
· E.g., “Brant (2004, 92) argues that….”
· If the same source is repeatedly cited (without interruptions), authors are only required to cite using page numbers.
· E.g., “Darko (2020, 2) opines that…, especially in Ephesians (31), and other Pauline writings (54–55).”
· For multiple authors, the word “and” is used rather than &.
· E.g., (Malina and Rohrbaugh 1998, 102)
· As discussed under abbreviations, sources written by four or more authors are cited by the name of the first author, followed by et al. (Estes et al. 2010, 150).
· If an author has published multiple works in the same year, a letter is to be added after the date (starting with a). These letters should be in the citation and bibliography. 
· E.g., (Rhoads 2010a, 52; Rhoads 2010b, 108)
· For dictionary entries, the lexical form preceded by the abbreviation “s.v.” may be used in lieu of page numbers.
· E.g., (Arndt et al. 2000, s.v. καταγινώσκω)
5.12. Bibliography
All in-text citations should be listed in alphabetical order at the end of the article with the heading “Works Cited.” Information should be provided in the following sequence (see SBL Handbook of Style 2014, § 6.1.1):
a) Surname, full first name of author (unless an author is only known by their initials), followed by initials. If no author, cite the editor here.  
b) Date
c) Title of chapter or journal article (if applicable)
d) Title of book or journal
e) Editor, compiler, translator
f) Edition (if not the first)
g) Volumes cited (if only a single volume is cited, include the title of the volume)
h) Series title and/or volume number
i) Place of publication
j) Publishing house
k) Page numbers
l) Electronic source information/ DOI link
· All relevant resources should contain the necessary DOI allocator at the end of the reference. Authors can use the following index to search for DOI allocators: https://search.crossref.org/
· If the works cited list contains multiple entries by the same author, use a 3-em dash for all but the first entry of the author’s name.
· Voorwinde, Stephen. 2002. John’s Prologue …
· ———. 2011. Jesus’ Emotions in the Gospels …
· Entries by the same author should be in chronological order (oldest to newest). If an author has published 2 or more works in the same year, entries should be listed alphabetically and a letter (a, b, etc.) is added to the date. 
· The titles of books or journals should be capitalized (except conjunctions, prepositions, and articles) and should be set in italics (for specifics on capitalization, see the SBL Handbook of Style 2014, § 6.1.3.3). 
· Titles and subtitles are to be separated with a colon, even if this is not reflected on the cover page of the book (2014, § 6.1.3.1).
· Ampersands (&) and digits used in book titles should be spelled out in citations and bibliography entries (2014, § 6.1.3.2).
· Journals and well-known series can be abbreviated according to the list in 2014, § 8.4.
· Works by ancient authors may be referenced by using the name of the premodern author or the name of the modern editor but authors should be consistent (see 2014, § 6.1.2.2). 
· The name of the publishing house should be preceded with the place of publication or copyright (the city, not the province, state, or country;[footnoteRef:21] in English), followed by a colon.  [21:  There might be exceptions where the city is not well-known. Please check the information given by the publisher.] 

· Names of publishing houses should be abbreviated and simplified by omitting terms like “Press” and “Publishers” (university presses notwithstanding). In the case where a publishing house is named after its founder, initials should be omitted (e.g., Eerdmans instead of W.B. Eerdmans). For a list of publishing houses and their correct formats, see the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 6.1.4.1). 
5.13. Examples
· Book with Single Author:
Larsen, Brian. 2018. Archetypes and the Fourth Gospel: Literature and Theology in Conversation. London: T&T Clark. https://doi.org/10.5040/9780567676504
· Book with Multiple Authors:[footnoteRef:22] [22:  Note that only the first listed name is inverted (surname, name).] 

Barry, John D., David Bomar, Derek R. Brown, Rachel Klipenstein, Douglas Mangum, Carrie Sinclair Wolcott, Lazarus Wentz, and Wendy Widder. 2016. The Lexham Bible Dictionary. Bellingham: Lexham Press.
Malina, Bruce J., and Richard L. Rohrbaugh. 1998. Social-Science Commentary on the Gospel of John. Minneapolis: Fortress.
· A Later Edition of a Book:[footnoteRef:23] [23:  The abbreviation “rev. ed.” is used for a revised edition. Since this is usually inserted after the title, the word “Rev.” would be capitalized. If the book is a second or third edition, the abbreviations “2nd ed.” and 3rd ed.” are used (not in superscript).  ] 

Powell, Mark A. 2018. Introducing the New Testament. A Historical, Literary, and Theological Survey. 2nd ed. Grand Rapids: Baker Academic.
· An Edited Volume:
McKnight, Scot, and Nijay K. Gupta, eds. 2019. State of New Testament Studies: A Survey of Recent Research. Grand Rapids: Baker Academic.
· A Chapter/Article in an Edited Volume:
Carey, Greg. 2019. “Early Christianity and the Roman Empire.” In State of New Testament Studies: A Survey of Recent Research, edited by Scot McKnight and Nijay K. Gupta, 9–34. Grand Rapids: Baker Academic.
· A Journal Article:
Mouton, Elna. 2014. “Torah Reimag(in)ed between σάρξ and δόξα?: Implied Household Ethos in the Fourth Gospel.” Neotestamentica 50(3):93–112. https://doi.org/10.1353/neo.2016.0020
· A Translated Work:
Bultmann, Rudolph. 1971. The Gospel of John: A Commentary. Translated by George R. Beasley-Murray, R. W. N. Hoare, and J. K. Riches. Philadelphia: Westminster.
· A Titled Work in a Multivolume Series
Winter, Bruce W., and Andrew D. Clarke, eds. 1993. The Book of Acts in Its Ancient Literary Setting. Vol. 1 of The Book of Acts in Its First Century Setting. Edited by Bruce W. Winter. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans.
· A Work in a Series
Horsley, Richard A. 2013. Text and Tradition in Performance and Writing. Biblical Performance Criticism 9. Eugene: Cascade.
· An Article in a Theological Dictionary or Lexicon
Lunceford, Joe E. 2000. “Amen.” Page 52 in Eerdmans Dictionary of the Bible. Edited by David N. Freedman, Allen C. Myers, and Astrid B. Beck. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans. 
· An Online Source
Powell, Mark A. 2018. “Jesus.” Baker Academic Textbook e-Sources. Accessed June 26, 2020. http://bakerpublishinggroup.com/books/introducing-the-new-testament-2nd-edition/11940/students/esources/chapters/696.
· An Unpublished Master’s or Doctoral thesis
Manyika, Batanayi I. 2020. “Philemon: A Transformation of Social Orders.” PhD diss., South African Theological Seminary.
See the SBL Handbook of Style (2014, § 6.5) for other examples. For citations/references not listed in the former, see The Chicago Manual of Style (2017, § 15.9).
6. Author’s Agreement
Before submitting your article for review, please read and sign the below agreement. 
6.1. General
I agree that 
· the article is submitted with the consent of all the authors/contributors and other relevant parties;  
· the article includes the necessary citations, is not plagiarized, and does not infringe on any copyright laws; 
· consent has been given for the inclusion of all tables, figures, or images used;   
· the article has not been published elsewhere; and  
· the article is not undergoing review for possible publication with another journal. 
6.2.  	Plagiarism
I am aware that
· The Conspectus Editorial Team considers plagiarism (whether intentional or unintentional) a serious offense;
· if I am found guilty of significant or pervasive plagiarism, am a repeat offender, or refuse to meet with the Editorial Team if my article is flagged for potential plagiarism, the editors reserve the right to inform my superiors and enforce a permanent ban on any submissions;
· if I am found guilty of unintentional or isolated plagiarism, my article will be removed from the upcoming volume, and I will be banned from submitting anything for a year. 
6.3.  	Review
I take cognizance of
· the journal’s high view of Scripture, as is consistent with evangelical tenets and that publishing articles that employ reader-centered methodologies for exegesis does not lie in Conspectus’s purview;
· Conspectus’s double-blind peer review process. Should I wish to appeal the outcome of a review, I will contact the journal editor who will consider the case alongside the Editorial Team. Once the appeal has been processed, the decision made by the Editorial Team is final. 
6.4.      	Publication fee 
· I take cognizance of the article fee of 4500 ZAR, payable after publication by authors who are formally affiliated with a South African public university and hence benefit from the subsidy provided by the South African government.  


Author’s name:						Date:




_________________
Signed




Annexure B: Conspectus Article Review Form[image: ]
	Title of article:
	

	Reviewer’s Name:
	

	Reviewer’s Email:
	

	Date of Review:
	


Aims, Scope, and Values[footnoteRef:24] [24:  Reviewers are to keep these in mind when evaluating potential articles, especially considering criterion 10 (suitability).] 

Conspectus is the journal of the South African Theological Seminary. Like the Seminary, the values of the journal are encapsulated in the phrase, “Bible-based, Christ-centred, and Spirit-led.” Launching from an appreciation of interdisciplinary discourse, the journal publishes articles from across the broad spectrum of theological studies (Biblical Studies, Practical Theology, Systematic Theology, Studies in Church and Society), while establishing links with extra-theological disciplines where appropriate. Like the Seminary, Conspectus invites contributions from the broad spectrum of denominations while showcasing confessional academic research from a broadly evangelical perspective. Contributors to the journal are encouraged to subscribe to a high view of Scripture, as is consistent with evangelical tenets. Additionally, as SATS is based on the African continent, the journal foregrounds contributions from the Majority World. To be published in Conspectus an article must go beyond a summary of secondary sources and present the results of sound theological research valuable to the church, including scholars, pastors, students, missionaries, and/or other Christian practitioners. Conspectus is an open-source journal housed under ATLA (EBSCOhost), Logos Bible Software, Sabinet, the Directory of Open Access Journals, African Journals Online, and on the Seminary’s website (available here). Conspectus employs a double-blind peer review process, which means the identities of authors and reviewers remain confidential.  
A. Review of Article
Please rate the article against each criterion by indicating “yes” or “no,” followed by the necessary comments. 
	Criterion
	Yes/No

	1. Title. The title is (a) precisely formulated, (b) coherent, and (c) appropriate in light of the article’s content.
	

	Comment:
	

	2. Abstract. The abstract is concise and covers the article’s objectives, methodology, and overall argument. 
	

	Comment:
	

	3. Major Claim. The guiding claim, research question(s), or objectives of the article are (a) clearly stated and (b) effectively realized.
	

	Comment:
	

	4. Methodology. The chosen methodology is (a) articulated clearly, and (b) used consistently throughout the article. 
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk7702119]Comment:
	

	5. Argument. The overall argument of the article is (a) clear and consistent and (b) the conclusions made are well-supported.
	

	Comment:
	

	6. Trends and Sources.  The author demonstrates that (a) s/he is aware of recent trends in their field of study and (b) has engaged relevant, key sources.[footnoteRef:25] If “no,” please list the trends and/or sources that the author may have missed. [25:  “Key” academic voices are understood to be prominent theorists on the topic being researched. They are regarded by their peers as the foremost specialists in their respective fields of study. They often have the most widely recognized and quoted publications and are known for their paradigm-shifting research contributions.] 

	

	Comment:
	

	7. Style and Formatting. The article is (a) written in a cohesive and logical manner and (b) the author’s spelling, grammar, and use of punctuation are acceptable for a journal article. Please list the spelling, punctuation, and grammatical errors that you wish to bring to the attention of the author. 
	

	Comment:
	

	8. Contribution. This article makes a valuable contribution to its field of study.[footnoteRef:26] [26:  Articles are considered to make a “valuable contribution” by accomplishing one or more of the following:
Provide a clear advancement of a current conversation about a biblical/theological/pastoral issue.
Offer an original biblical/theological/pastoral construction of an idea or principle applied to a specific cultural or ministry context.
Provide genuine dialogue, with rigorous analysis and synthesis, between two or more entities that heretofore have not been considered together.] 

	


	Comment:
	

	9. Scriptural Engagement (if applicable). This article engages relevant Scriptures and interprets them appropriately and responsibly. 
	

	Comment:
	

	10. Suitability. The article is in line with Conspectus’s stated aims, scope, and values (see p. 1). 
	

	Comment:
	



B. Overall Impressions, Recommendations, and Corrections
	11. General Impression and Recommendations



Type here

	12. Corrections to be made, if appropriate (See option 2 below)



Type here
C. Recommendation 
	Recommendation
	Mark with “X”

	1. Approved: I recommend the article for publication in Conspectus. It should be accepted as it is.
	

	2. Approved with Minor Corrections: I recommend the article for publication in Conspectus if the minor corrections under point 12 are made in consultation with the journal editor.
	

	3. Approved with Major Corrections: I recommend the article for publication in Conspectus if the major corrections under point 12 are made in consultation with the journal editor.
	

	4. Resubmit: I do not recommend the article for publication as it is. I recommend that the author rewrite/reformulate the article and resubmit it for review.[footnoteRef:27]   [27:  Rewritten articles will be returned to the original reviewer for reevaluation.] 

	

	5. Decline: I do not recommend the article for publication in Conspectus. It should be submitted elsewhere.[footnoteRef:28] [28:  If a decline is not the majority view, the Editorial Team might ask for a rewrite and resubmission.] 

	



The Editorial Team thanks you for taking the time to review the attached article. 
It is a privilege to co-labor with you. 


Annexure C: Signed Confidentiality and Non-Disclosure Agreement

I title, name, surname, member of the Editorial Board/Editorial Team/Review Board,
☐ confirm that I have read and understand the Confidentiality and Non-Disclosure Agreement outlined in the Conspectus Editorial Policy document.
☐  agree to the terms listed.
Signed on date at location.
Signature: 
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