
NCTE Books Program 
 
Though direct expenses came in $126,000 under budget, fewer book releases and reduced promotion meant 
lackluster sales, which caused the program to end the fiscal year with a deficit of $340,230. We should see 
stronger sales in the next fiscal year, as we are increasing the number of titles published (the program is once 
again accepting unsolicited proposals, as well as actively acquiring titles), and book promotion has increased. 
 
This year saw the release of NCTE’s first enhanced ebook, Text Complexity: Supporting Student Readers, Grades 9–
12. The ebook contains videos, audio clips, and hyperlinks, and is available for iPad, Nook HD, and Kindle Fire. 
 
Promotional Efforts 
 
Marketing efforts this year included targeted email promotions, the annual catalog, highlighting of titles in the 
weekly INBOX newsletter and section-level NOW messages, social media outreach (Twitter, Facebook), and 
visibility through the NCTE Online Store. We continue to partner with Amazon.com to ensure that NCTE titles are 
available through the online retailer. 
 
NCTE book authors continue to be deeply involved in other Council activities and services. Our authors 

• create lessons for the very popular ReadWriteThink website (www.readwritethink.org), many of which are 
tied to their book publications 

• frequently publish in journals produced by NCTE and others 
• provide professional learning opportunities through Web seminars (available through the NCTE Online 

Store in On Demand archived form after the live event), Investigations, and online courses 
 
Editorial Board 
 
New members welcomed to the Board this year were Vivian Vasquez (Elementary), Jamal Cooks (Middle), and Ken 
Lindblom (Secondary). They joined the six other members of the Board: Heidi Mills (Elementary); Mary Ellen Dakin 
(Secondary); John Pruitt and Scott Warnock (College); Kristen Turner (Teacher Education); and Korina Jocson 
(Research). 

The terms of members Mary Ellen Dakin and John Pruitt will end after the 2014 Annual Convention. As 
always, we are indebted to the members of the Board for their dedication. They generously give of their time and 
of their scholarship, serving the Council by articulating a strategic vision for the Books Program in fiscally and 
educationally challenging times. 
 
New Titles (published July 2013–June 2014) 
 

• Gere, Anne Ruggles, Elizabeth C. Homan, Christopher Parsons, Ruth Anna Spooner, and Chinyere Uzogara, 
Text Complexity: Supporting Student Readers, Grades 9–12 (enhanced ebook) 

 
Principles in Practice imprint [Editor: Cathy Fleischer] 
 

• Lattimer, Heather, Real-World Literacies: Disciplinary Teaching in the High School Classroom 
• Stock, Patricia Lambert, Trace Schillinger, and Andrew Stock, Entering the Conversations: Practicing 

Literacy in the Disciplines 
 
CCCC Studies in Writing & Rhetoric (SWR) series [Series editor: Victor Villanueva] 
 

• Alexander, Jonathan, and Jacqueline Rhodes, On Multimodality: New Media in Composition Studies 
• Kerschbaum, Stephanie L., Toward a New Rhetoric of Difference 
• Lynch, Paul, After Pedagogy: The Experience of Teaching 
• Rousculp, Tiffany, Rhetoric of Respect: Recognizing Change at a Community Writing Center 

 
Copublication (with Bedford/St. Martin’s) 
 



• Perryman-Clark, Staci, Austin Jackson, and David Kirkland (eds.), Students’ Right to Their Own Language: A 
Critical Sourcebook 

 
Kurt Austin, NCTE Senior Developer, Publications 
 
  



College Composition and Communication (CCC) 
 
College Composition and Communication (http://www.ncte.org/cccc/ccc) publishes research and scholarship in 
rhetoric and composition studies that supports college teachers in reflecting on and improving their practices in 
teaching writing and that reflects the most current scholarship and theory in the field. The field of composition 
studies draws on research and theories from a broad range of humanistic disciplines—English studies, rhetoric, 
cultural studies, gay studies, gender studies, critical theory, education, technology studies, race studies, 
communication, philosophy of language, anthropology, sociology, and others—and from within composition and 
rhetoric studies, where a number of subfields have also developed, such as technical communication, computers 
and composition, writing across the curriculum, research practices, and the history of these fields.  
 
My editorship began with the February 2010 issue; this year, like last year, we have continued to publish a mix of 
articles and review essays in addition to the routine annual offerings (e.g., the CCCC Chair’s Address). Our 
acceptance rate continues to be under 10%.  
 
We also have some special features: we  
  
1. publish a poster page in each issue: it explains a concept critical to composition suitable for the public;  
2. host periodic webinars linked to journal content;  
3. provide a list of and thanks to reviewers, this year the 206 reviewers for CCC during 2013-2014, another 

increase in the number of reviewers from the previous year;  
4. publish a symposium on a special topic;  
5. publish a “round-robin” review of books receiving attention in the public and higher education spheres that 

offers differentiated communal readings; and  
6. publish one special issue a year. The first issue (September 2010) focused on the future of rhetoric and 

composition; the second (September 2011) focused on ethnic and indigenous rhetorics;  the third of five 
(September 2012) took as a focus research methodologies in rhetoric and composition; the fourth of five 
(September 2013), addressed the profession and included a first--vignettes of lived experience as well as 
research articles. In the September and December 2014 issues, we have a combined special issue identifying 
locations of writing; as in 2013, included in each is a set of vignettes, in this case bringing locations of writing 
to life through lived experience. 

 
In 2014, we also continued publishing two special features, a round-robin review and a symposium. In the 
February issue, we published four concurrent reviews of four volumes all speaking to issues of class and 
opportunities to address this issue through postsecondary education, two located in composition studies, two 
others located more generally in the higher education literature: Irv Peckham’s Going North, Thinking West: The 
Intersections of Social Class, Critical Thinking, and Politicized Writing Instruction; Mike Rose’s Back to School: Why 
Everyone Deserves a Second Chance at Education; Elizabeth A. Armstrong and Laura T. Hamilton’s Paying for the 
Party: How College Maintains Inequality; and Jenny Stuber’s Inside the College Gates: How Class and Culture 
Matter in Higher Education. In June, we also published our fourth symposium, this one highlighting 
internationalization. Former Chair of CCCC Charles Bazerman opened the symposium, citing his own wealth of 
experiences from around the world, with a rationale for going global that his title signaled: “Sisters and Brothers of 
the Struggle: Teachers of Writing in Their Worlds.” In addition, we featured the account of colleagues Terry Myers 
Zawacki and Anna Sophia Habib, in “Internationalization, English L2 Writers, and the Writing Classroom: 
Implications for Teaching and Learning,” who perceive benefits for all students in our attending to international 
students.  
 
We also initiated an “In Memoriam” page to remember those we have lost.  As I explained in the June issue: 
 

Ironically, our major item of business at our annual CCC Editorial Board meeting this year focused on ways 
College Composition and Communication might systematically remember those who have died. The 
journal has remembered many such members, of course, but to date it’s typically been as a two-fold 
function: at the discretion of the editor, who sometimes knows about such losses and who sometimes 
doesn’t; and as exigence suggests, exigence often being pegged to the publication schedule of the journal. 
My query to the Editorial Board at this year’s meeting was whether we might want to work more 

http://www.ncte.org/cccc/ccc


systematically, and if so, what working systematically might look like. Based on our very good discussion 
at CCCC, College Composition and Communication is instituting a policy toward remembering and 
honoring our colleagues; we will publish, each June and December, a list of those members who have 
passed away. Our first list is included in this issue. As important, we will need your help in this endeavor: 
toward insuring that no one is overlooked, please be sure to send on such information to me, at 
<cccedit@yahoo.com>, until December and after than to Jonathan Alexander, at 
<ccceditors@gmail.com>. It’s no doubt a sign of the maturing of the field—and its members—that we 
need such a policy; we hope and believe that honoring our colleagues is a gesture the community will find 
meaningful.  

 
In addition, we began our transition to the next editor of College Composition and Communication, Jonathan 
Alexander, who as part of this transition attended the CCC Editorial Board meeting at CCCC in Indianapolis. In 
addition, we worked with Jonathan to transfer potential manuscripts and to provide advice as needed. Likewise, 
we wrote a personal thank-you letter to all 338 reviewers for College Composition and Communication for their 
assistance, and we assured that all publishers received a copy of the review essay including their book(s). 
 
We have been very grateful for the assistance provided by NCTE and the support of Florida State University during 
the time of my editorship, which concludes in December 2014.  
 
Kathleen Blake Yancey, Editor 
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College English (CE) 
 
College English (http://www.ncte.org/journals/ce) is the professional journal for the college scholar-teacher. CE 
publishes articles about literature, rhetoric-composition, critical theory, creative writing theory and pedagogy, 
linguistics, literacy, reading theory, pedagogy, and professional issues related to the teaching of English. Each issue 
also includes opinion pieces, review essays, and letters from readers. Contributions may work across traditional 
field boundaries; authors represent the full range of institutional types. Published September, November, January, 
March, May, and July. 
 
For the 2013-2014 year, College English again enjoyed being in its new institutional home at the University of 
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. As I had anticipated, being located in the same city as NCTE headquarters has made 
communication with the NCTE editorial staff even more streamlined, and has also made new assistant editor 
training—which we do each August—all the easier, as we can do this work completely on-site. General trends for 
the journal this year were a slight downturn in total submissions; an increase in manuscripts that were rejected 
outright, without being sent out for review;  and a concomitant decrease in our usual acceptance rate—going from 
about 9% for 2011-2012 and 2012-2013 to about 6% for 2013-2014. I am not sure what to make of this change, 
other than to comment that (A) due to some housecleaning in the Editorial Manager system, my records from July 
1 to August 10 are not entirely reliable—and this could affect the reporting of total numbers of submissions, for 
one; (B) we continue to see submissions from both overseas and stateside authors who are clearly wholly 
unfamiliar with the journal and thus submit work that is inappropriate for our audience and scope; and (C) I have 
begun to notice what I have come to regard as “job market” submissions—a wave of manuscripts coming in from 
between about September 1st and November 1st—or the job market season—that are frequently not as well-
received and/or carefully researched and written as work that comes in at other times during the year. It would be 
unfair for me to declare definitively that these authors are seeking to be able to declare their work “under review” 
when they apply for positions, but I do find the uptick of work submitted during this period, and particularly what 
appears to not always be the best work of the year, a curious coincidence.  
 
Despite all of this year’s shifting statistics, College English continues to be a highly selective journal to which a 
variety of exciting scholars are drawn and which subsequently is able to publish some of the best work in English 
studies today—particularly work that directly impacts the postsecondary classroom setting and/or the professional 
preparation and ongoing development of college faculty in English, Writing, and related areas. Since July 1st, 2013, 
my assistant editors and I have received 147 manuscripts for consideration (down slightly from 159 total 
submissions in 2012-2013) through the Editorial Manager system, which continues to generate very positive 
feedback from reviewers and authors in now its third year of use. We continue our internal policy of responding 
with a decision to manuscripts within eight weeks’ time, and more typically are able to respond in six weeks. We 
continue also to ask authors who receive a Revise and Resubmit decision to resubmit their manuscript within a 
prescribed time period (usually eight to twelve weeks, depending upon the depth and number of revisions 
required), and this request continues to be met almost without exception. Additionally, this year, only one author 
who was invited to revise and resubmit has declined to do so.  
 
Statistics from the EM system show that the average time between our receipt of a manuscript and an assignment 
of it to reviewers (if the piece is not rejected outright) has been 3.2 days. Reviewers are given four weeks to 
review, and of the 92 reviewers who agreed to read manuscripts for us this past year (an additional 19 declined, 
and 18 were un-invited after seven days of no response to the EM invitation letter), the average time from 
assignment to submission of a manuscript review was 29.3 days. So, I would hypothesize that the EM system 
continues to be not only more efficient for my own purposes, but also continues to provide a greater degree of 
accountability for and communication between myself and our manuscript reviewers.  
 
Of the 147 manuscripts received through EM between July 1, 2013 and June 30, 2014, 95 were rejected without 
being sent out for review. Of these rejections, 47 were withdrawn by the editor or her assistant without a narrative 
decision letter sent to the author beyond a standard rejection email generated by the EM system, and customized 
by me (because these works were inappropriate for the journal in either scope, content, or general presentation—
e.g., research reports, which we continue to receive from overseas scholars unfamiliar with the journal). A further 
58 were rejected by the editor prior to being sent out for review, but with an accompanying narrative/rationale 
letter for the decision sent to the author. A total of 9 manuscripts, or 6% of all submissions, were eventually 
accepted for publication, after revision and resubmission.  

http://www.ncte.org/journals/ce


 
The submission statistics for July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2014 are: 
 
• 28% of all manuscripts (42 of 147) received were sent out for review  
• 35% of these manuscripts (15 of 42) received a decision of revise and resubmit 
• 60% of these manuscripts (9 of 15) were accepted for publication (this total figure accounts for one author 

who declined to revise, and two manuscripts that are still out, as of this writing, for revisions, plus three 
manuscripts that were rejected after resubmission) 

 
Two additional symposia were solicited by me and thus did not go through the regular EM review process, and are 
therefore not included in the above statistics. Additionally, none of our book review essays go through the EM 
system, as these are all solicited by me.  
  
Of these manuscripts that we have accepted for publication, we have been able to arrange our usual thought-
provoking issues to constitute our current volume (77) that we hope will again speak to a variety of constituencies 
within the CE readership. At this point, we have tentatively filled all of our issues through March 2015, with some 
content tentatively slated for May 2015, and even more tentative content for July 2015. This is, of course, due to 
our lower acceptance rate for the year, as well as our lack of a special issue scheduled for Volume 77 (our last 
special issue ran in July 2014, at the end of Volume 76, a year in which we had two special issues, November and 
July). We anticipate restarting our typical rate of one special issue per volume year again with Volume 78.  
 
Here is a rough outline of the contents of Volume 77, including issues both published and planned: 
 
September 2014 (published):  
This issue included an article by Annie Mendenhall on the “Composition as Flexible Expert,” a co-authored piece on 
the value of the GED by Betsy Bowen (English) and Kathryn Nance (Economics), a three-author symposium 
(Christine Cucciarre, Michael McCamley, and Joseph Harris) on non-tenure-track faculty labor, and a book review 
by Dana Ferris on recent titles in second-language study.  
 
November 2014 (forthcoming): 
November’s issue will include a lead article by Steph Ceraso on sonic rhetorics, a piece on the Federal Writing 
Project by Deborah Mutnick, another multi-author symposium (Jenna Pack Sheffield, Summar Sparks, and Melissa 
Ianetta) on graduate students and journal editing, and a review of multiple titles related to writing and technology 
by Alan Benson.   
January 2015 (forthcoming): 
Our first issue of the new year will include three feature articles by Jane Greer (on Appalachian “Moonlight” 
Schools), Laurie Grobman (on public rhetorics and community partnerships), and Sue Hum (on the “Racialized 
Gaze” and the work of Thomas Nast. This issue wraps with a review essay by Heather Adams focusing on several 
books related to motherhood. 
 
March 2015 (forthcoming): 
March brings us four featured articles and no reviews, with each article (authored by Vanessa Kraemer Sohan, 
Georganne Nordstrom, Mark Alan Williams, and Jay Jordan) related to language and cultural difference, 
translingualism, or transnationalism, broadly speaking, plus one “Open Letter” authored by eight field scholars, 
addressed to field leaders and journal editors and discussing translingualism and second-language scholarship.  
 
May 2015 (in planning stages): 
This issue is still in the planning stages, but hopefully will include three articles—one on the concept of a “literacy 
emissary” (this piece is by Michael McDonald, and has been officially accepted for publication) and two others on 
issues related to literacy, both of which are still in the final stages of revision but seem likely acceptances, pending 
these (successful) revisions. This issue is also slated to feature a three-book review on recent titles in literacy and 
civic discourse, by Amy Wan.  
 
July 2015 (content all TBA): 



This issue is still largely TBA, but I am hopeful that three current submissions, two of which focus on archival work 
or theories of historiography, will be eventual inclusions. There will also be a series of comments and responses—
the first of this genre I have published since taking over as editor—by four reader-contributors to work that 
appeared in our July 2014 special issue. 
 
Finally, I will add that our Facebook page for the journal, which we started over a year ago, has so far received 269 
“likes,” in FB language. Our posts—typically regarding the current just-published issue of the journal, with a link 
the CE website on the NCTE homepage—usually “reach” 600-800 visitors. It is far from a perfect promotional tool, 
but we feel it does give the journal some added visibility within social media and reaches those less-familiar with 
NCTE (including non-subscribers), and complements our in-person editorial presence at the NCTE, CCCC, and 
CWPA annual meetings.  
 
I welcome any comments, feedback, or questions from the committee regarding the work completed this year, or 
any of our editorial initiatives thus far. I can be reached at either 
of the email addresses below. 
 
Kelly Ritter, Editor 
 
  



English Education (EE) 
 
English Education (http://www.ncte.org/journals/ee) is published by the Conference on English Education (CEE), 
and serves as a forum for discussion of issues related to the nature of our discipline and the education and 
development of English teachers at all levels, primarily middle and high school. (Published October, January, April, 
and July.)  
 
Plans 
  
We are in our final year of editorship, and the new editorial team began their work in August for their term (first 
issue: October 2015). 
 
Journal Accountability Report 
 
Summary of activity for the journal office between Jan 01, 2013 and Dec 31, 2013. (This report was run Aug 17, 
2014 17:57:18.) 
 
 Submission Statistics 

     

New Manuscripts Received (by First Receipt Date) 

     
Bona Fide manuscripts submitted by Authors during the specified time period. This number 
may include submissions that have been removed by the journal office and manuscripts that 
have been submitted, but have not yet been assigned to an Editor. 

 

49 

New Manuscripts Received (by current Initial Date Submitted) 

     

Manuscripts submitted by Authors during the specified time period. This number may change if 
a submission is returned to the Author and resubmitted by the Author at a later date. In this 
case, the resubmission date is stored as the Initial Date Submitted, overwriting the original 
Initial Date Submitted. This number may include submissions that have been removed by the 
journal office and manuscripts that have been submitted, but have not yet been assigned to an 
Editor. 

 

49 

Submissions Removed by the Journal Office 

     Editorial staff may remove submissions from the system before an Editor is assigned. 
Manuscripts included in this category are also included in New Manuscripts Received above. 

 

0 

Submissions Transferred 

     
Manuscripts that were transferred to another publication before an Editor was invited or 
assigned. Manuscripts included in this category are also included in New Manuscripts Received 
above. 

 

0 

Manuscripts Submitted but not yet Assigned to an Editor 

     

Once a manuscript is submitted, the Editor can edit the submission and send it back to the 
Author for approval. This category includes any submissions being worked on, before any 
Editors have been assigned. Manuscripts included in this category are also included in New 
Manuscripts Received above. 

 

0 

Manuscripts Returned to the Author and Removed by the Author 

     

Once a manuscript is submitted, the Editor can edit the submission and send it back to the 
Author. The Author can edit the submission, or approve the submission, or remove the 
submission. This category includes any submissions that the Author has removed (deleted), 
which means they cannot be resubmitted. Manuscripts included in this category are also 
included in New Manuscripts Received above. 

 

0 

Revisions Requested 23 
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 Submission Statistics 

     Journal rendered a Revise decision during the specified time period. 
 

Revised Manuscripts Received 

     Author submitted a revision during the specified time period. This figure is independent of the 
date the original manuscript was submitted, or when the revision was requested. 

 

26 

 

  
Total Revisions Received 

     
This section includes revisions that were received by the journal office during the specified time period. This is 
not a subset of Revisions Requested in the Submission Statistics. The revision may have been requested at any 
time, but the counts below reflect revised submissions by the Author during the time period. 

     

 Rev 1 Rev 2 Rev 3 

Revisions Submitted by Author 9 12 5 

Revisions Declined by Author 0 0 0 

Average Turnaround Time for Author (days) 81.9 38.8 16.4 
 

 
Journal Turnaround Time 

     This section includes submissions received by the journal office during the specified time period. The statistics 
are an indication of how long key activities are taking in the process. 

     

Submission to Editor Assignment 

     Average number of days between the date the manuscript was received and the first Editor 
was assigned. 

 

1.7 

Submission to Reviewer Invitation 

     Average number of days between the date the manuscript was received and the first Reviewer 
was invited. 

 

10.5 

Submission to First Decision 
     Average number of days between the date the manuscript was received and the first decision. 

 

44.9 

 

  
Reviewer Invitation Statistics 

     This section provides the breakdown of Total Reviewers Invited to Review during the time period, and the status 
of each invitation as of the report date. 

     

Total Reviewers Invited 

     Total number of Reviewers invited during the specified time period. Includes Reviewers who 
may have been subsequently terminated or un-invited. 

 

155 

Agreed to Review 

     Number of Reviewers invited during the time period who agreed to review and are still working 
on their reviews. 

 

0 

Reviewers who Completed Reviews 

     Number of Reviewers invited during the time period who agreed to review and have completed 
their review. 

 

91 

Declined to Review 
     Number of Reviewers invited during the time period who declined to review. 

 

16 



Reviewer Invitation Statistics 

Have not Responded to Review Invitation 

     Number of Reviewers invited during the time period who have neither agreed nor declined to 
review. 

 

0 

Uninvited Reviewers 

     Number of Reviewers invited during the time period who were subsequently un-invited by the 
Editor. 

 

44 

Terminated Reviewers 

     Number of Reviewers invited during the time period whose roles were subsequently terminated 
by an Editor who chose to make a decision without waiting for the review to be completed. 

 

4 

 

  
 
Reviewer Performance Averages 

     This section includes some key statistics about the peer review process. Unless otherwise specified, all 
calculations are based on reviews completed during the time period. 

     

Days to Respond to Invitation 

     
Average number of days between date Reviewer was invited and date Reviewer agreed or 
declined to review. Note the Reviewer may have been invited at any time; this calculation 
includes reviews that were agreed to or declined during the specified time period. 

 

1.6 

Days to Complete Review (from Date Invited) 

     Average days between date Reviewer was invited to review and the date the review was 
completed. 

 

29.3 

Days to Complete Review (from Date Agreed to Review) 

     Average days between date Reviewer agreed to the review invitation and the date the review 
was completed. 

 

27.7 

Number of Reviews per Reviewer 
     Average number of reviews completed by each Reviewer during the time period. 

 

1.2 

Number of Late Reviews 
     Total number of reviews completed after the due date. 

 

28 

Average Days Late 

     For all the Late Reviews specified above, the average number of days those reviews were 
submitted after the due date. 

 

9.1 

Number of Early Reviews 
     Total number of reviews completed on or before the due date. 

 

62 

Average Days Early 

     For all the Early Reviews specified above, the average number of days those reviews were 
submitted on or before the due date. 

 

14.7 

 

  
Reviewer Recommendation Summary 

     This section shows the total number of Recommendation Terms submitted during the specified time period. The 
column of percentages is simply an indicator of the frequency with which each Term is used. 



Reviewer Recommendation Summary 

     

Reviewer Recommendation Term Reviews Completed Frequency of Recommendation 

Accept 17 18.9% 

Accept Conditionally 19 21.1% 

Reject 11 12.2% 

Reject with Encouragement to Revise 19 21.1% 

Revise and Resubmit 24 26.7% 

Total Reviews Completed 90 100% 
 

 
Decision Summary 

     

A separate table is displayed for each Revision Number. Total Decisions is the number of decisions made by the 
Editor with final decision-making authority for each submission during the specified time period. The Average 
Time to Decision is the number of days between the date the manuscript was received by the journal office, and 
the date the final decision was made. For a Revision, the Average Time to Decision is the average number of 
days between the date the Revision was submitted to the journal office and the date the final decision was 
made. 

  

     

Accepted On Submission Total Submissions 

During Submission By Editor 0 

After Submission to Publication 0 
 

   
     Original Submission 

     

Editor Decision Term Total Decisions Frequency of Decision Average Time to Decision 

Accept Conditionally 1 2.9% 97 

Reject 29 82.9% 49 

Revise and Resubmit 5 14.3% 78.4 

Total Editor Decisions 35 100% 54.6 
 

 

    
     Revision 1 

     

Editor Decision Term Total Decisions Frequency of Decision Average Time to Decision 

Accept 1 7.1% 20 

Accept Conditionally 7 50% 66.1 

Reject 1 7.1% 66 

Revise and Resubmit 5 35.7% 82.8 

Total Editor Decisions 14 100% 68.8 
 

 

    
     Revision 2 

     

Editor Decision Term Total Decisions Frequency of Decision Average Time to Decision 

Accept 6 54.5% 11.2 

Accept Conditionally 5 45.5% 50.6 

Total Editor Decisions 11 100% 29.1 
 

 



Decision Summary 
    
     Revision 3 

     

Editor Decision Term Total Decisions Frequency of Decision Average Time to Decision 

Accept 5 100% 18 

Total Editor Decisions 5 100% 18 
 

 

  
Summary of Correspondence History 
     Summarizes all letters sent during the specified time period. 

     

Letter Purpose Letters Sent 

Author Notice - MS Outside of Publication Scope 14 

Author Notice of Manuscript Number 50 

Author Submits New Manuscript Confirmation 49 

Author Submits Revision Confirmation 26 

Editor Assignment 76 

Editor Decision - Accept 13 

Editor Decision - Accept Conditionally 14 

Editor Decision - Reject 30 

Editor Decision - Revise and Resubmit 10 

Editor Notice Reviewer Agrees to Review 131 

Editor Notice Reviewer Declines to Review 24 

Incomplete Submission Deleted - Notification 4 

Incomplete Submission Deleted - Warning 15 

Journal Office Notice All Reviews Complete 28 

Journal Office Notice Completed Review 123 

Journal Office Notice Editor Decision Notification 65 

Journal Office Notice New Submission 98 

Journal Office Notice Revised Submission 52 

PDF Built and Requires Approval 84 

PDF Built by Editor 3 

Publisher Notification of Accepted Manuscript 11 

Reviewer - Batch Late Review 4 

Reviewer - First Late Reminder 16 

Reviewer - Second Late Reminder 8 

Reviewer Instructions and Due Date 95 

Reviewer Invitation 127 

Reviewer Invitation Declined 16 

Reviewer Invitation on Revision 33 

Reviewer Notification of Editor Decision 188 

Reviewer Reminder - Before Agree or Decline 10 



Summary of Correspondence History 

Reviewer Reminder - Before Due Date 5 

Reviewer Thank You 90 

Reviewer Uninvited Notice 45 

Terminate Assignment 1 
 

 
Leslie S. Rush and Lisa Scherff, Co-Editors 
 
  



English Journal (EJ) 
 
English Journal (http://www.ncte.org/journals/ej) is a journal of ideas for English language arts teachers in junior 
and senior high schools and middle schools. EJ presents information on the teaching of reading, writing, literature, 
and language. Each issue examines the relationship of theory and research to classroom practice in the teaching of 
English. The journal is published on a bimonthly basis with issues coming out in September, November, January, 
March, May, and July. 
 
Editorial Team 
 
The editorial team consists of co-editors Julie Gorlewski and David Gorlewski (both are assistant professors at the 
State University of New York at New Paltz); Theresa Kay, senior editorial associate operating out of Fairbanks, 
Alaska; and two editorial associates Nicole Saldana and Courtney Green (graduate students from SUNY New Paltz). 
In addition, NCTE production assistant Rona Smith provides prompt and expert assistance in preparing the journal 
for final publication. Finally, members of the Secondary Steering Section contribute theme-based introductory 
articles in each issue under the heading of “High School Matters.” 
 
Writers and Published Manuscripts 
 
With the publication of volume 103, the co-editors had access to an online manuscript submission and peer review 
system for scholarly publications called Editorial Manager (EM). Data from EM indicated that there were 367 
manuscript submissions to English Journal from January, 2012 (when NCTE began utilizing the system) through 
November 15, 2013 (which was the submission deadline for volume 103). From these submissions, 51 peer 
reviewed articles were selected for publication. Of that group, 31 articles had first authors who were college or 
university faculty. The remaining 18 articles had first authors who were either middle school or high school 
classroom teachers. These numbers do not include invited authors or the regular columns (which are discussed in 
the next section). Given the number of submissions and the number of articles accepted for publication, English 
Journal has an acceptance rate of 13.8%. 
 
Columns and Columnists 
 
The editorial team ushered in a new set of columns and columnists with the following themes and column editors:  
 

• A Thousand Writers: Voices of the National Writing Project – Tanya Baker 
• Carpe Librum: Seize the (YA) Book  - Pauline Skowron-Schmidt 
• Continuous Becoming: Moving Toward Mastery – Victoria P. Hankey & Dawn L. Ryan 
• Cover to Cover – Jeanette Toomer 
• Disabling Assumptions – Patricia A. Dunn 
• Envisioning Assessment – Jed Hopkins 
• Lingua Anglia: Bridging Language and Learners – Pamela J. Hickey 
• Poetry – Nancy C. Krim 
• Soft(a)ware in the English Classroom – Tom Liam Lynch 
• Speaking Truth to Power – P.L. Thomas 

 
Issue Themes and Content 
 
Of the six issues that comprise volume 103, five had central themes. These included 103.1 (Knowing Better: 
Examining Assessment), 103.2 (Choices and Voices: Teaching English in a Democratic Society), 103.3 
(Interdisciplinary Synergy: Teaching and Learning in Collaboration), 103.4 (Literacy and Literature: Making Meaning 
in English Classrooms), and 103.5 (From Novice to Expert: The Development of the Professional Educator). Issue 
103.5 was a General Interest Issue. 
Each issue in volume 103 included a “From the Editors” and a “High School Matters” column. In addition, volume 
103 consisted of: 
 

• 64 articles (including invited authors) 
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• 22 poems 
• 31 columns 
• 2 “EJ in Focus”  

 
Poetry 
 
The poetry that appears in EJ is also a part of the blind review process. The editor of the poetry section is Nancy C. 
Krim. The topics and emotions explored in the poems are related to the respective issue’s theme. 
 
Blind Reviewing Process 
 
EJ  is refereed by peer reviewers from both the United States and Canada. Reviewers consist primarily of college 
faculty members and middle and high school English teachers, as well as ELA consultants and librarians. The new 
editorial team has continued the practice of publishing the names of all reviewers in the July issue. 
 
English Journal Writing Awards 
 
The Paul and Kate Farmer English Journal Awards are given to authors of the best articles published in the journal 
during the previous volume year. Eligible entrants must be high school teachers and may include those on leave or 
not currently teaching. The selection committee was chaired by Alan Brown with members consisting of Jocelyn 
Chadwick, Janis Mottern-High, Katie Greene, Dan Bruno, Courtney Morgan, and Caitlin Murphy.  
The 2014 award recipients were: 
 

• Donna Canan for I Hear America Sing: Promoting Democracy through Literature. 
• David Peter Noskin for Toward a Clearer Picture of Assessment: One Teacher’s Formative Approach. 

 
Honorable Mention went to: 
 

• Mike Pagliaro for Is a Picture Worth a Thousand Words? Determining the Criteria for Graphic Novels with 
Literary Merit. 

• Jennifer Isgitt and Quentin Donnellen for Discussion-based Problem Solving: An English-Calculus 
Collaboration Emphasizes Cross-Cultural Thinking Skills 

 
A Final Note 
 
After receiving heartwarming encouragement last year from EJ’s outgoing editor, it is our turn to offer sincere 
thanks to Ken Lindblom whose support and guidance was consistent, timely, and absolutely essential to the 
completion of our first year as co-editors. We are also happy to report that Ken will be rejoining EJ as editor of a 
column entitled “Book Reviews” where EJ readers can again tap into his extensive expertise as a writer and 
scholar.  
 
Julie A. Gorlewski and David A. Gorlewski, Co-Editors 
 
  



English Leadership Quarterly (ELQ) 
 

English Leadership Quarterly (http://www.ncte.org/journals/elq) is a publication of the Conference on English 
Leadership (CEL), and helps department chairs, K-12 supervisors, and other leaders in their role of improving the 
quality of English instruction. ELQ offers short articles on a variety of issues important to decision makers in the 
English language arts. (Published August, October, February, and April) 
 
No report submitted. 
 
Susan Groenke, Editor 
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Language Arts (LA) 
 
Language Arts (http://www.ncte.org/journals/la) is a professional journal for elementary and middle school 
teachers and teacher educators. It provides a forum for discussions on all aspects of language arts learning and 
teaching, primarily as they relate to children in pre-kindergarten through the eighth grade. Issues discuss both 
theory and classroom practice, highlight current research, and review children's and young adolescent literature, 
as well as classroom and professional materials of interest to language arts educators. (Published September, 
November, January, March, May, and July) 
 
Volume 92: September 2014-July 2015 
 
Issue Theme Date Manuscripts 

submitted 
Manuscripts 
published 

Percent published 
 

Kids as Researchers  September 2014 14 3 
 

21% 

The Arts in Language 
Arts 

November, 2014 24 1* 
(plus 1 invited) 

4% 

Insights and 
Inquiries  

January, 2015 24 2 8% 

Information is 
Power? 

March, 2015 15 2 13% 

Creativity (guest 
editors: Dorothy 
Suskind, Kateri 
Thunder, and Jane 
Hansen) 

May, 2015 18 3* 
(issue still in 
process) 
 

16%? 

Insights and 
Inquiries 

July, 2015 29 3* 
(issue still in 
process) 
 

10% 

Totals  124 14 11% 
 
New additions to Language Arts:   

• Conversation Currents/Podcasts posted on website and on iTunes 
• Interactive video Conversation Currents 
• Active Facebook page (1400+ “Likes”) 
• Implementations of short commentaries 
• Consideration of multimedia ethics 
• Increased digital features for electronic issues 

 
 Upcoming Issues of Language Arts 
 
Volume 92: 
Issue 1- Kids as Researchers- September 2014  
Issue 2- The Arts in Language Arts- November 2014  
Issue 3- Open- January 2015  
Issue 4- Information is Power: Children's Literature March 2015  
Issue 5- GUEST- Creativity-(Dorothy Suskind, Kateri Thunder, & Jane Hansen)- May 2015 
Issue 6- Open- July 2015  
 
Volume 93: 
Issue 1- The Body Literate- September 2015  
Issue 2- GUEST- Teacher Performance Assessment (Mark Conley & Robyn Seglem)- November 2015   
Issue 3- Open- January 2016  
Issue 4- Common Core, Rotten Core, part II- March 2016 
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Issue 5- GUEST- Biliteracy- (Mileidis Gort & Iliana Reyes)- May 2016 
Issue 6- Open- July 2016  
 
Active Calls for Manuscripts in Upcoming Issues 
 
March 2016: Common Core or Rotten Core? Three Years Later . . . 
The Common Core State Standards for the English Language Arts have been implemented in US schools for two 
years. In the March 2014 issue (91.4), Language Arts asked educators to consider what was working, what was not, 
and present views and understandings of the CCSS. We invite educators to reconsider the CCSS, their 
implementation, and the CCSS-aligned assessments. We invite manuscripts that address: Have the CCSS 
transformed schools? Do they have major flaws? Have they encouraged new approaches to teaching and learning 
the English language arts? With three years of implementation, where are we now with CCSS? This issue will 
present research and practice as well as commentary from teachers and researchers about the CCSS. In addition to 
full-length articles, we also invite submissions that are commentaries of 350 words or fewer. Submission deadline: 
November 15, 2014 
 
May 2016: Biliteracy Development in Schools and Communities  
This special issue is guest-edited by Mileidis Gort (The Ohio State University) & Iliana Reyes (University of Arizona) 
Bilingualism is a resource to be valued and used in a variety of settings. In spite of research that contributes to this 
position, questions remain about how to best support young dual language learners’ literacy development. Such 
questions present a challenge but also an opportunity to learn about multiple pathways to biliteracy and to 
develop research-based educational practices for this growing student population. In this themed issue of 
Language Arts, we invite manuscripts that approach biliteracy learning from multiple perspectives (e.g., social, 
cognitive, sociolinguistic) concerning children’s dual language and bi/literacy competencies. Some questions of 
interest include: How does emergent bilingual literacy learning in dual language and English-medium instructional 
environments impact teaching? How do family, school, and community literacy practices support and maintain 
biliteracy? How are teachers and families working together to support children’s biliteracy development in and out 
of the classroom?  Submission Deadline: January 15, 2015 
 
July 2016 (93.6)  
Inquiries and Insights  
In these unthemed issues, we feature your current questions and transformations as educators, community 
members, students, and researchers. Many directions are possible in this issue. What tensions do you see in 
literacy education today? What do readers of Language Arts need to notice and think about? What inquiry work 
have you done that can stretch the field of literacy and language arts? Describe your process of learning about 
literature, literacy, culture, social justice, and language. What new literacy practices do you see in communities, 
after-school programs, and classrooms? What supports these practices? What is getting in the way of change? 
What connections are adults and children making as they engage in the art of language? Join us in creating a 
collection of inquiries and insights. Submission deadline: March 2015 
 
Peggy Albers, Caitlin McMunn Dooley, Amy Seely Flint, Teri Holbrook, Laura May, Co-Editors 
Michelle Golden, Kamania Wynter-Hoyt, Rebecca Rohloff Barria, Editorial Assistants 
 
  



Research in the Teaching of English (RTE) 
 
Research in the Teaching of English (http://www.ncte.org/journals/rte) is the flagship research journal of the 
National Council of Teachers of English (NCTE) in the United States. It is a broad-based, multidisciplinary journal 
composed of original research articles and short scholarly essays on a wide range of topics significant to those 
concerned with the teaching and learning of languages and literacies around the world, both in and beyond schools 
and universities. 
 
Currently housed at Michigan State University, the editorial team includes co-editors Ellen Cushman and Mary M. 
Juzwik and assistant editors Amanda Smith, who works as production editor; Kati Macaluso, who handles 
manuscript intake and reviewer assignments; and Esther Milu, who handles special projects and daily journal tasks. 
Our team works closely with Kurt Austin and Rona Smith at NCTE. 
 
Submissions 
Submissions to RTE fall into one of two categories: (1) full-length articles or (2) Forum pieces. Full-length articles 
typically present empirical research (broadly defined) and analyze or interpret data the author has generated using 
sound research methodologies. RTE also publishes various sorts of essays in the forum. Following an essayist 
genre, the forums are often solicited. We rely on members of the editorial board to provide reviews for forum 
pieces.  
 
The table below provides a summary of data on RTE’s internal operation between July 1, 2013-June 30, 2014. RTE 
received more than three times as many submissions this calendar year from the previous calendar year (up from 
65 as reported by the former editorial team to 202 submissions).   
 
Table 1: Manuscript Summary Report  

 Manuscripts received In process Accepted Withdrawn 

Articles & Forums     

Overall 202  188 11 3 

U.S.A 115 102 10 3 

Non-U.S.A 87 86 1 0 

Articles only     

Overall 184 173 8 3 

U.S.A 100 90 7 3 

Non-U.S.A 84 83 1 0 

 
Increasing Impact of RTE 
We have worked to increase the impact factor of RTE in numerous ways. We are vigorously recruiting manuscripts 
at national and international conferences, to date including the annual meetings of NCTE, LRA, AERA, and CCCC 
and the biennial meeting of the International Association for the Improvement of Mother Tongue Education in 
Paris as well as the Writing Research Across Borders Conference in Paris where 1700 pamphlets advertising the 
journal were distributed to all conference attendees (an outreach effort funded by the College of Arts and Letters 
at MSU). The following are some indicators of the impact the Journal is making: 
 

• The circulation rate for RTE as of the end of June 2014 was 2,517, up 5.5% from 2,385 at the end of June 
2013.  

http://www.ncte.org/journals/rte


• There has been an increase in request for reprints of RTE articles. NCTE had projected to make $400 but 
made over $1,200 in permissions fees. NCTE also sold $344 worth of back issues, more than the projected 
$300. 

• In the past fiscal year, the journal made nearly $35,000 — that’s $14,000 more that the projected 
$21,000. 

 
Special Projects 
 
Abstract Translations 
To support our vision of increasing the global presence of the journal, we are piloting a translation project for 
article abstracts in the 49th volume year, beginning with Issue 49.1 (August 2014). Translations were done in for 
the following languages: Arabic, French, German, Hindi, Korean, Mandarin, Russian and Spanish. We are currently 
developing a tracking system to assess the impact of the translations on the journal. 
 
Purves Award 
The Alan C. Purves Award is presented annually to the author(s) of the Research in the Teaching of English article 
from the previous year's volume judged as likely to have the greatest impact on educational practice.  As editors, 
we have established a timeline and procedure for the formation of the committee that selects the award 
recipient(s), and we plan to revise how RTE selects recipients for this award in spring 2014 to create a robust, 
consistent, and transparent process for this award. A timeline for the award process follows: 
 

• Editors appoint an Editorial Board member to form the committee (another Editorial Board member, a 
practicing teacher, and a graduate student/assistant professor in the field) and outlines the task 
(February-March, 2014). 

• Committee reviews articles, deliberates, prepares recommendation (April-June 2014) 
• Committee sends recommendation to NCTE (June 15, 2014) 
• Editors announce Purves Award winner at NCTE (November, 2014) 
• RTE publishes Purves Award announcement (February 2015) 

 
Building Capacity for Authors and Reviewers  
As editors, we seek not only to cultivate and publish impactful research, but also to build the scholarly capacity of 
authors and reviewers along the way.  We have devoted portions of our editorial introductions to these efforts, 
including in Volume 48, issue 2, for example, a list of ten tips for authors.  In addition, our editorial team has 
designed a “How to Review” tutorial, which is now published on the RTE homepage.  This “How to Review” tutorial 
will serve as the foundation for a writing and reviewing for publication workshop being piloted at MSU this fall, for 
use at future NCTE and CCCC conventions.  Finally, we have made a concerted effort to schedule one-on-one 
meetings and conversations with authors--particularly authors new to the field--to build their writerly capacities.   
 
RTE/Research Assembly Panel at 2014 NCTE Conference 
This year, during the NCTE annual conference, RTE co-editors Mary Juzwik and Ellen Cushman will host a Featured 
Research session titled “A Dialogue about Literacy Educational Practice and Research in the Teaching of 
English(es): Emerging Directions and Possibilities.” The roundtable will feature scholars and literacy educators 
leading discussions about exciting areas of work related to English language arts teaching and learning in pre-K-12 
schools, post-secondary colleges and universities, and community settings. Participants will leave the session with 
a broad sense of where the scholarly field of language and literacy education is now and where it might be going. 
 
Ellen Cushman and Mary M. Juzwik, Co-Editors 
 
  



Talking Points (TP) 
 
Talking Points (http://www.ncte.org/journals/tp) is published by WLU, the Whole Language Umbrella, a conference 
of NCTE. Talking Points helps promote literacy research and the use of whole language instruction in classrooms. It 
provides a forum for parents, classroom teachers, and researchers to reflect about literacy and learning. (Published 
semiannually, October and May.)  
 
Talking Points journal published two issues beginning July 1, 2013 and ending June 30, 2014. The October 2013 
issue was “Teacher Research in Collaborative Contexts” and the May 2014 issue was on “Close Reading and Text 
Complexity.”  The new editors assumed responsibility for the October 2013 issue with the support of Dr. Carol 
Gilles, previous editor, as she shared her expertise and supportive documents and offered ongoing consulting 
sessions for the new editors. 
 
We received ten submissions for October 2013 issue and published three of them, which made an acceptance rate 
of 30%. One out of the four authors is a professor, one is a literacy facilitator, and two are classroom teachers. We 
received ten submissions for May 2014 issue and published four of them, an acceptance rate of 40%. Three out of 
four authors are professors and one is a classroom teacher. In total, we received 20 submissions from July 1, 2013 
to May 1, 2014 and published 7 articles. Our average acceptance rate this year is 35%.  
 
We expanded the “Professional Book Talks” section authored by Kathryn Mitchell Pierce and the Talking Points 
Professional Book Club to four pages, instead of two, and renamed it “Professional Resources”. It will now include 
reviews of online resources and tools, in addition to books and other features related to the theme of each issue. 
For example, the October 2013 issue, “Teacher Research in Collaborative Contexts”, included an interview with 
Ruth Shagoury that was conducted by Dick Koblitz, a member of the TP Professional Book Club. 
 
We are fortunate to have many professional people volunteering to serve. We had 16 reviewers for October 2013 
issue, while 20 reviewers served for May 2014 issue. Altogether, 36 reviewers committed to our journal this year. 
They are professors, teachers, and graduate students. We asked both a professor and a graduate student/teacher 
to review each submission.  
We supplied detailed feedback to the rejected submissions and also sent reviewers’ comments and suggestions to 
the authors (without reviewers’ identified information). We advised our submitters about other places for 
submission if they were rejected.  
 
We have set the call for the October 2014 issue:  Learning English as a New Language.  Each of the editors has been 
supported by graduate assistants, Amanda Wand and Jodie Boyette, who assisted with the editorial process as well 
as the continued support of Rona Smith at NCTE.   
 
Sally Brown and Deborah MacPhee, Co-Editors 
 
  



Teaching English in the Two-Year College (TETYC) 
 
Teaching English in the Two-Year College (http://www.ncte.org/journals/tetyc), the journal of the Two-Year College 
English Association (TYCA), is for instructors of English in two-year colleges as well as for teachers of first- and 
second-year composition in four-year institutions. TETYC publishes theoretical and practical articles on composition, 
developmental studies, technical and business communication, literature, creative expression, language, and the 
profession. Published September, December, March, and May.  
 
During the fiscal year ending June 30, I have shepherded four issues into print (September 13, December 13, 
March 14, May 14), one issue is in press (September 14), and one issue is being copy edited (December 14). I have 
received 106 submissions since August 2013 report, a 3% increase in submissions over the previous year, but still 
20% lower than was the case several years ago.  Fortunately, the dip in submissions has not affected the quality 
level of the manuscripts, and, at the same time, manuscripts have tended to be longer than in the past, thus fewer 
manuscripts have been necessary to fill the issues. 
 
The flow of excellent book reviews continued in the capable hands of Annie Del Principe, Kingsborough Community 
College, who assumed the role of review editor beginning with the January 14 issue.  Holly Hassel, University of 
Wisconsin-Marathon County, has assumed the role of Associate Editor and has contributed regular columns on the 
concept of inquiry and publication, an attempt to stimulate readers to engage in scholarly activity. 
 
I convened a norming session at CCCC14 and 20+ reviewers and I had a lively discussion focused that resulted in a 
CFP for a special issue devoted to issues in higher education as they affect two-year colleges.  I am planning my 
final reviewers’ session for CCCC15.   
 
Reviewing continues to be efficient as all of it has been conducted electronically.   The acceptance rate remains 
roughly 25%.  While I had serious plans to convert the review process to Editorial Manager, I have decided that my 
final four issues will continue in the current model, leaving the transition to a new methodology to my successor 
who will assume the role of editor on January 1, 2016.  I’ll work with that editor and Kurt Austin to facilitate the 
transition in manuscript and review management.  
 
September 2013 issue  (41.1)  
Guest Editorial: Jeffrey Klausman, Book Review editor 
Articles:  4 
Instructional Note: 1 
Readers Write: 1 
What Works for Me: 3 
Inquiry Column: 1 
Reviews:  4 
New Voices (first-time authors): 6 
 
December 2013  issue  (41.2) 
Editorial: 1 
Articles:  4 
Poems: 1 
Inquiry Column: 1 
Reviews:  5 
New Voices (first-time authors):  4 
 
March 2014 issue (41.3) 
Editorial: 1 
Articles:  4 
Instructional Note: 1 
Cross Talk: 2 
Readers Write:  1 
What Works for Me: 3 
Inquiry Column: 1 
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Reviews: 4 
New voices (First-time authors): 5 
 
May 2014 issue  (41.4) 
Editorial: 1 
Articles: 4 
Cross Talk: 1 
Readers Write: 3 
What Works for Me: 4 
Inquiry Column: 1 
Reviews: 2 
New voices (First-time authors):  9 
 
September 2014 issue (42.1)   
Editorial: 1 
Articles:  4 
Instructional Note: 2 
Readers Write: 1 
What Works for Me:  2 
Reviews:  4 
New voices (First-time authors):  5 
 
Jeff Sommers, Editor 
 
  



Voices from the Middle (VM) 
 
Voices from the Middle (http://www.ncte.org/journals/vm) offers articles on research and best practices in middle 
level reading, writing, speaking, and listening in the visual and language arts. Our mission is to be the cornerstone 
for the ongoing professional development of language arts educators. (Published September, December, March, 
and May) 
 
Voices from the Middle offers articles on research and best practices in middle level reading, writing, speaking, 
listening, and viewing in language arts. The journal is published four times each year  (September, December, 
March, and May) and each issue is themed.  Our mission is to serve as a cornerstone for the ongoing professional 
development of middle level language arts educators. We have completed our third year as co-editors for Voices 
from the Middle, publishing Volume 21 of the journal. The themes were Expanding the Canon: Virtue or Vice?, 
Feed-Forward: Linking Instruction with Assessment, Narration, Persuasion, Argumentation: Teaching Writing with 
Purpose, and Remixing the Role of Teacher and Learner.   The electronic submission process through Editorial 
Manager has been smooth, and we continue to be pleased with the ease for both the editors and manuscript 
authors.  
 
In order to increase the space for teachers’ voices, we have reduced the number of columns.  Barbara Moss of San 
Diego State University writes a column titled Young Adult Literature, focusing on themed informational and 
narrative books for middle school students, and Jeffrey Wilhelm writes the Coda column that provides further food 
for thought about the issue’s theme. Several features create a consistent online presence and extend each issue’s 
longevity and usefulness. We continue to receive strong positive feedback about them. Each issue features an 
online professional development guide that teachers and administrators can use for readings and discussion. The 
study guide features links to the Common Core State Standards, discussion questions, and a place for online 
comments.  In addition, each article is accompanied by a podcast interview with one a journal editor and the 
article’s author.  The study guide is written by Jennifer Miller of Hiram College. Her work on the study guide has 
been invaluable. The cover art for each edition is draw by a San Diego young artist, Alex Alejo. 
 
Each of us actively promotes VM at conferences, and among our professional colleagues across the country. We 
attend the Meet the Editors session and Middle Level Luncheon at the annual conference, and regularly invite 
teachers and researchers at this and other conferences to submit manuscripts. We hope to continue to broaden 
the scope of the journal’s influence in the coming year. We have seen submissions steadily rise and are hopeful 
that the themed issues resonate with potential writers. The themes for Volume 22 are:  
 

• Speaking and Listening 
• Blended Learning 
• Learning Across the Disciplines 
• Deepening Student Interactions with Texts (Guest Editor: Denise Morgan) 

 
We are excited seeing the growth of the journal, and are grateful to the NCTE staff who have supported us, 
especially Carol Schanche and Kurt Austin.  We are happy for Carol’s announced retirement, as we recognize that 
this is a happy time for her, but we will deeply miss her support and guidance. We look forward to working with 
new staff in the future.  
 
In terms of number of manuscripts submitted and accepted, please see the following table.  One of our goals is to 
increase the number of submissions we receive. 
 

Issue Date Issue Theme Submitted 
Manuscripts 

Published 
Manuscripts 

Acceptance 
Rate 

September 
2013 

Expanding the Canon: Virtue or Vice? 21 6  28% 

December 
2013 

Feed-Forward: Linking Instruction with 
Assessment 

19 8 (1 invited) 36% 

March 2014 Narration, Persuasion, Argumentation: 
Teaching Writing with Purpose 

22 9 (1 invited) 36% 
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Issue Date Issue Theme Submitted 
Manuscripts 

Published 
Manuscripts 

Acceptance 
Rate 

May 2014 Remixing the Role of Teacher and 
Learner 

19 7 36% 

TOTAL  81 30 34% 
 
Douglas Fisher, Nancy Frey, and Diane Lapp, Co-Editors 
 
 


