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Terms  of Reference  for  IUCN Editorial  Board  members  
 
 
Introduction 

 
IUCN has served as a science-policy interface for biodiversity and ecosystem services since 
its establishment in 1948. As such a boundary organisation, the Union generates and 
publishes much information annually; including authoritative books, monographs, and other 
publications assigned ISBNs. The effective uptake of this information to guide policy makers 
and practitioners depends, among other things, on quality assurance: users of IUCN’s 
information need to be confident of its credibility and reliability. The mechanism used 
throughout the world’s scientific communities for such quality assurance is called peer 
review. IUCN has established an Editorial Board to support peer review of the Union’s 
publications. 
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Editorial Board. IUCN Units and Commissions seeking such support should convey the 
request to the Editorial Board Coordinator, along with the full manuscript in question. The 
Editorial Board Coordinator in turn will share the manuscript with the full Editorial Board. 
Editorial Board members are asked to provide suggestions of names and email addresses 
of suitable independent peer reviewers within one week. These suggestions will be 
compiled by the Editorial Board Coordinator, and conveyed back to the IUCN Unit or 
Commission in question. 
 
Once recommendations of peer reviewers have been conveyed back to the IUCN Unit or 
Commission in question, the coordination of the peer review process itself (solicitation of 
peer reviewers, receipt of comments, authors’ revision, re-review if necessary) should be 
handled by the Unit or Commission in question. 

 
b) Serving as a light IUCN-wide clearance authority 

 
Once the authors of a given IUCN manuscript have addressed peer reviewer comments 
point-by-point, and revised the manuscript accordingly (Step 1), the initial sign-off rests with 
the Global or Regional Director/Commission Chair concerned (Step 2). Annex I provides an 
example of the tracking table for documentation of peer reviewer comments, point-by-point 
explanation by authors of how these have been addressed, and initial sign off by Global or 
Regional Director/Commission Chair concerned.  
 
The relevant project lead in the Unit/Commission concerned should then convey the signed 
tracking table and the final, peer reviewed, manuscript to the Editorial Board Coordinator 
(Step 3), who will circulate both documents in turn 
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Additional  considerations 
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Annex I. IUCN peer review  tracking  table template   
 

 
Publication title  
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Questions for peer reviewer:  
 

(Kindly explain 
your answers in 
detail) 

Author response:  

1. Does the publication help to expand k nowledge or add 
value?  

  

2. Are the inferences, opinions and recommendations drawn 
in the manuscript clearly documented as being such?  

  

3. Are the inferences, opinions and recommendations drawn 
in the manuscript reasonable?  

  

4. Is the analysis organis ed coherently?    

5. Is any key information missing from the manuscript? 
Please provide citations if so.  

  

6. Do you have any other general comments, suggestions or 
concerns about the manuscript?  

  

Specific 
comments:  

From  To Peer reviewer comment  Author response and 
notes  
 

Chapter 
# 

Page 
# 

Line 
# 

Page 
# 

Line 
# 

Comment 1 
 

       

Comment 2 
 

       

Etc. 
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