Changed review categories

As MERGA members, most of you would recall the concerns expressed at the Hobart conference (2007) about the rate of rejections of conference papers expressed. The rejection rate had been high (up to 48%) for the previous 3 years too. This was resulting in loss of authors willing to contribute, unviable conference numbers, and frustration for members—new and experienced alike. At that time the AGM asked MERGA’s executive to take actions to address this problem.

For the 2008 conference, panels rather than individuals reviewed the papers. This had many advantages, with the surveys undertaken showing that panel members generally felt they learned a lot from each other and preferred this way of working, and authors feeling that the feedback was more detailed, closely aligned to the criteria, and helpful.  The data from the survey were encouraging enough to have this process continued in 2009 and the future.

However, the rejection rate was equally high, so the original problem has not been fixed. The Executive has discussed the need for better advice being made available to authors, and this is now available on the MERGA website (see http://www.merga.net.au/node/56 Advice about writing MERGA articles). Other activities will be undertaken with this in mind, including a workshop for newer members in Wellington. Also discussed was the need for panels to recognise the full range of types of articles that are encouraged as research papers, including not only varied approaches to research but also reports of literature reviews, pilot studies, and position papers, so this will be part of the advice to panel convenors and members in 2009. 

The Executive also decided to implement a radical change in the possible review classifications of papers, and notifying you of this is the main purpose of this memo. The change is that normally research papers and symposium proposals will not be rejected for presentation at the conference.  They will be accepted for presentation OR accepted for presentation and publication. Authors will receive an email to notify them of only one or other type of acceptance. Papers in both categories will be presented in normal-length time slots at the conference, but only those in the latter category will be published in full in the proceedings. 

In the unusual circumstances that a paper is deemed not suitable for inclusion in the conference (e.g. it is an advertisement for teaching materials or a professional development program, it is not related to mathematics education research, it is a very scrappy piece of work or there is evidence of plagiarism) then it will be referred to the VP Conferences who will make a decision with Editorial Committee and the Executive. 

This will not affect the early bird process, where papers are either accepted outright or returned to the authors with suggestions for the resubmission by the normal due date. It will also not affect short oral presentations, round table papers, or posters — except that these timeslots will not be used for presentation of rejected papers. 

