
About the Journal of Living Architecture (JLIV)  

The Journal of Living Architecture (JLIV) is the official, peer-reviewed journal of Green Roofs 

for Healthy Cities, an interdisciplinary trade and professional organization, linking research, 

design and policy with the industry; and is dedicated to advancing the methods and practices of 

creating living architecture for healthier cities. JLIV’s mission is to expand and update the 

research and knowledge base for living architecture and allied professionals. In addition, JLIV 

serves as a forum for emerging and contemporary issues affecting living architecture. 

The JLIV is written, reviewed, and edited by living architecture professionals, sharing with their 

colleagues successful educational applications, original research findings, scholarly opinions, 

educational resources, and challenges on issues of critical importance to living architecture 

professionals and educators. 

The JLIV is published exclusively on through the Living Architecture Monitor at 

livingarchitecturemonitor.com/research. The Living Architecture Monitor, Green Roofs for 

Healthy Cities’ trade magazine, will publish the abstract of each published JLIV manuscript in 

the quarterly magazine, with a link to the full paper online, in order to reach a greater audience. 

For questions about JLIV policies and procedures or about submitting manuscripts, contact Tracy 

Jackson, editor@greenroofs.org or 416-971-4494 x222. 
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Journal of Living Architecture Review Regulations 

JLIV Submission Guidelines 

The Journal of Living Architecture (JLIV) expands and updates the knowledge base for North 

American green infrastructure and architecture. It also may act as a forum for increasing 

awareness of the economic, social and environmental benefits of living architecture. 

As a refereed journal, all JLIV submissions are expected to contain scholarly citations. It is the 

author’s responsibility to ensure that manuscripts submitted to the JLIV follow the submission 

guidelines below. Submitted manuscripts that deviate from the format will be returned to the 

corresponding authors for correction. 

Manuscripts submitted to the JLIV must be the sole, original work of the author(s) listed, must 

not have been previously published, and must have been submitted only to the JLIV. At the end 

of the process, when the editor notifies corresponding authors that their manuscripts have been 

accepted for publication in the JLIV, they will be instructed to fill out a form affirming 

compliance with the JLIV 's copyright policy. Authors unfamiliar with copyright policy should 

see "Copyright Rules" 

 

The Review Process 

JLIV employs a two-tiered review system, of editorial review and peer review. All manuscripts 

and articles will be reviewed by the editor.  Once the editor has reviewed the submission and 

deemed it suitable for review, a Peer Review Committee composed of living architecture 

professionals will use the blind review process to assign an overall rating to the submission. 

Reviewers are asked to assign a numerical rating from 1 (weak) to 10 (strong) for each criterion 

and provide comments on a rating sheet and/or on the manuscript itself. 

Feature and Research in Brief manuscripts are reviewed by three committee members. Ideas at 

Work, Tools of the Trade and Commentary articles are reviewed by one committee member. 

Reviewers are asked to make a disposition on each manuscript they review and submit it to the 

editor. They can recommend: 

 Accepted for publication 

 Accepted for publication contingent on minor revision 

 Major revision and resubmission required 

 Rejected; but resubmission encouraged 

 Rejected for publication 

In making the final publication decision, the editor will weigh the reviewers’ comments and 

recommended disposition for each manuscript. At the discretion of the editor, resubmitted 

manuscripts may be re-reviewed by members the Peer Review Committee. 

http://www.joe.org/joe/2010april/ed1.php


Criteria for evaluation will vary depending upon the review category. The content criteria and 

readability criteria for each category can be found below. 

Content Criteria for Feature Manuscript 

 Contribution: Expands or updates living architecture research and knowledge base. 

Important enough to give space in JLIV. 

 Audience: Of broad interest to researchers and practitioners in general. 

 Usefulness: Helps living architecture researchers and practitioners improve their 

effectiveness. Specifically suggests applications. 

 Rigor: Based on valid and reliable information, documentation or sound concepts; 

content is empirically, logically and/or theoretically supported. 

 Clear Focus: Central ideas, findings and conclusions. Has a clear main point.  

Readability Criteria for Feature Manuscript 

 Interest: Captures and holds readers' attention. 

 Understandable: Uses easy-to-understand language and flows smoothly. 

 Development: Appropriately sequences and constructs paragraphs and sentences to 

support the central idea and conclusions. 

 Mechanics: Uses acceptable standards of spelling and grammar.  

Content Criteria for Research in Brief 

 Audience: Of interest to living architecture audience. 

 Importance: Important enough to give space in JLIV. Research uses unique methods 

and/or produces interesting or unusual findings. 

 Methods: Offers a clear statement of the research problem and methods used. 

 Rigor: Based on valid and reliable information, documentation or sound concepts; 

content is empirically, logically and/or theoretically supported. 

 Findings: Describes the research findings with emphasis on their implications. 

 Usefulness: Indicates the usefulness of the methods or findings to educators.  

Readability Criteria for Research in Brief 

 Interest: Captures and holds readers' attention. 

 Understandable: Uses easy-to-understand language and flows smoothly. 

 Development: Appropriately sequences and constructs paragraphs and sentences to 

support the central idea and conclusions. 

 Mechanics: Uses acceptable standards of spelling and grammar. 

Content Criteria for Ideas at Work 

 Importance: Important enough to give space in JLIV. Something that living architecture 



and design professionals need to know or would want to know. 

 Innovative: Describes something not already widely known or done. New enough to be 

considered innovative in some way. 

 Audience: Of interest to living architecture educators involved in programming. 

 Usefulness: Provides suggestions for practical applications. 

 Repeatability: Provides information or resources so that program or idea can be repeated 

or adapted. 

 Clear Focus: Clearly describes one idea. Readability Criteria for Ideas at Work 

 Interest: Captures and holds readers' attention. 

 Understandable: Uses easy-to-understand language and flows smoothly. 

 Development: Appropriately sequences and constructs paragraphs and sentences to 

support the central idea and conclusions. 

 Mechanics: Uses acceptable standards of spelling and grammar. 

 

For Reviewers 

The JLIV is the official peer-reviewed journal of Green Roofs for Healthy Cities. The JLIV offers 

its authors and readers a unique combination of academic rigor and professional development. 

Much of this is due to the contributions of JLIV reviewers, whose comments and critiques help 

JLIV authors produce manuscripts of the highest quality. 

JLIV reviewers have high standards. The material here describes some of the criteria they use to 

help authors meet those standards. 

 

Editorial Review 

The editor reviews all JLIV submissions initially to determine their suitability for review. 

This spares you the effort of reviewing outright inappropriate, unacceptable manuscripts; helps 

new or non-academic authors learn something about what it is required of a scholarly manuscript 

before their work is subjected to double-blind review; and allows you as reviewers to focus more 

on the expertise-specific aspects of the manuscripts you are reviewing. 

 

Reviewing Submissions 

As you review a submission, be mindful of its category. Each category has particular criteria, 

both in terms of purpose and length. If you are suggesting a change in category, this will much 

more than likely require major revision for length reduction reasons alone, not to mention the 



recasting that is often necessary. 

When reviewing a submission, provide comments and suggestions that support the 

recommendations for the disposition that you make on the review forms. Not only will these 

comments help guide the author in the revision of their manuscript but they will assist the editor 

in determining a manuscript’s overall suitability for publishing. Be aware of the criteria for the 

category, when needed recommend a change in the category on the review form. Reference the 

JLIV Submission Guidelines for details on the criteria for each category. 

Make comments in the manuscripts themselves, as well. Making comments and asking questions 

in the manuscripts allows you to be more specific and "zero in on" areas you think need 

attention. This is often more directly helpful to authors than the more general evaluative 

comments you make on the review forms. 

If you are suggesting a change in category, this will much more than likely require major 

revision for length reduction reasons alone, not to mention the recasting that is often necessary. 

Following are definitions/explanations of each recommendation for disposition. 

 Accepted for publication: The manuscript or article is acceptable for publication as 

written, although you may make minor suggestions to further strengthen the manuscript 

or article. 

 Accepted for publication contingent on minor revision: Minor revisions are required to 

make the manuscript or article acceptable for publication. 

 Major revision and resubmission required: Major revisions are required before the 

manuscript or article is acceptable for publication. 

 Rejected for publication: The manuscript does not meet the criteria for publication. After 

extensive revisions the author may resubmit the manuscript for review. 

Reviewers should aim to eliminate discordances between numerical ratings (from 1 [weak] to 10 

[strong]) and overall ratings and dispositions. A review containing multiple ratings of 6, 5 and 4 

out of 10 and specifies only minor revisions would be considered discordance between numerical 

ratings and overall ratings. In reality, a review containing multiple 6, 5 and 4 ratings, would 

suggest that the manuscript requires major revisions. Please ensure that dispositions are in 

accordance with each other. 

Tools of the Trade report on specific techniques, materials, books and technologies that can be 

useful to educators. They are reviewed for appropriateness and relevance for the Journal of 

Living Architecture, and for readability according to the criteria applied to other articles. 

Commentary articles state an opinion, offer a challenge, or present a thought-provoking idea on 

an issue of concern, including a published article in Journal of Living Architecture. They are 

reviewed for appropriateness and relevance for the Journal of Living Architecture, and for 

readability according to the criteria applied to other articles. 


