《 銘 傳 學 刊 》 評 審 程 序

一、執行編輯就來稿性質分送各小組召集人，經委員、小組召集人及執行編輯依論文之專業領域，推薦外校審查委員後，請主任委員決定審查者。

二、來稿由兩位專家學者評審；每位評審於評審意見表上陳述意見，並於下述四項勾選其中一項：

(一) 同意刊出。

(二) 稍加修改後刊出 (請審查人明確指出修改之處或代改正，如僅提原則性修改意見請勾第三項)。

(三) 修改後重審。

(四) 不同意刊出。

三、處理方式：

	處

理

方

式
	第   二   位   評   審   意   見


	
	同 意

刊 出
	修改後

刊 出
	修改後

重 審
	不同意

刊 出

	第 一 位 評 審 意 見
	同 意

刊 出
	1
	2
	3
	4

	
	修改後

刊 出
	2
	2
	3
	4

	
	修改後

重 審
	3
	3
	3
	5

	
	不同意

刊 出
	4
	4
	5
	5


       狀況1. 寄接受函給投稿人並請寄電腦磁片。

       狀況2. (a)函請投稿人逐項答覆。

             .(b)主任委員核定通過後同狀況1。

       狀況3. (a)函請投稿人逐項答覆。
             .(b)送回審查人重審。

       狀況4. 送第三位審查。

       狀況5. 函知投稿人稿件不接受並退回稿件。

四、是否刊登文件，事關投稿人權益，應將評審意見等以不具名函寄投稿人，並說明處理方式。

Ming Chuan Journal Evaluation Procedures

1. The executive editor will distribute the submissions to the section convener in accordance with the category. The section convener, committee members and executive editor will recommend off-campus evaluation committee members for the chair committee member’s approval in accordance with the thesis category.   

2. The submissions will be evaluated by two scholars or experts, and each judge will write their comments on the evaluation form and check one of the four choices as below.

(1) Approved for publication

(2) Revised for publication (The judge must indicate the part required adjustment or revised it directly. Please check the 3rd choice for providing adjustment suggestion only) 

(3) Reversion for re-evaluation

(4) Fail for publication
3. Process

	Process
	2nd judge’s comment

	
	Approved for publication
	Revised for publication
	Reversion for re-evaluation
	Fail for publication

	1st judge’s comment
	Approved for publication
	1
	2
	3
	4

	
	Revised for publication
	2
	2
	3
	4

	
	Reversion for re-evaluation
	3
	3
	3
	5

	
	Fail for publication
	4
	4
	5
	5


Condition 1: Send the Acceptance Letter to the author with CD Rom. 
Condition 2: (a) Mail the author and require the author to answer the questions.

           (b) Once the chair committee member approved the feedback from the author the process is the same as condition 1. 

Condition 3: (a) Mail the author and require the author to answer the questions.

           (b) Send the feedback from the author for judges’ re-evaluation. 

Condition 4: Send the submission to the 3rd judge for evaluation.  

Condition 5: Mail the rejection letter to author with the submission. 

4. The result of submission evaluation related to the right of the author, so the
anonymous comments and suggestions must be sent to the author with the process. 
