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Eolas: The Journal of the American Society of Irish Medieval Studies  is an 

interdisciplinary journal dedicated to the study of Ireland in the Middle Ages, including 

Irish intersections with other medieval cultures and societies. Beginning with Volume 17, 

the journal seeks to publish reviews of digital humanities project (broadly defined) with 

the goal of providing a forum for peer review for born-digital projects and assisting with 

project outreach initiatives. Overall, we seek to enhance the profile of Irish medieval 

studies and the discoverability of related digital projects. Considering the readership of 

Eolas and the journal goal of increasing digital project discoverability, priority will be given 

to no-cost to user digital humanities sites and tools.   

Nominations for review are accepted from the project team, or from potential 

reviewers. The reviewer must not be associated with the project, or otherwise hold a 

conflict of interest. If submitted by a member of the project team, we request that a 

statement regarding the current status and development stage of the project be included to 

be published alongside the review. If a project is nominated by an external reviewer, then 

we will contact the project team for this information in advance of the review. As part of 

the review process, we will digitally archive the project at the time of review, if web-

based/applicable using the Internet Archive (Wayback Machine) in order to provide stable 

context for the print review. Projects may have multiple reviews when significant changes 

or additions have been made to the project since the time of initial consideration. Such 

reviews must reference the previous review. 

Reviews should be c.1000 words long, though reviews both longer and shorter than 

this will be considered. Reviews must be written with a wide audience in mind, not limited 

to digital humanities practitioners and medieval studies scholars.  

Reviewers should consider the following items in their review:  

• Describe the scope of the digital project. 

• Describe the intended audience for the project. 

• Towards the start of the review, give readers an overview of the materials 

included in the project, including quantity or item type. Systematic sampling 

of digitally presented materials is appropriate, when needed. 

• Explain the methods and methodology employed in the project. What 

technology does the project team use? Please consider this from the standpoint 

of someone relatively new to digital humanities, or someone looking for a good 

practice model for their own work.  



• Asses the efficacy of the project as a scholarly product. 

• Assess the contribution the project makes as a new avenue for research and/or 

teaching. 

• Considering the audience of Eolas, please summarize the project’s potential 

uses as a teaching tool. For instance, how straightforward would it be for a 

student to use in a time-sensitive classroom setting? 

• The editors of Eolas encourage consideration of digital humanities ethics and 

best practices. For example, is labor consistently attributed, including to 

student workers or volunteers? Are citations provided and are they clear?  

• At the reviewer’s discretion, include statements regarding user accessibility, 

user experience, and long-term sustainability. 

• Note any copyright and reuse issues that journal readers might be aware of if 

seeking to use the project in their research and/or teaching. 

In addition to these items for consideration in the review, we ask reviewers to please 

account for the differing levels of financial, real, and institutional support  received by 

digital humanities projects and how this impacts the resources available to project teams. 

Just as with traditional book reviews, digital project reviewers are expected to present the 

project team’s work fairly and accurately, to provide appropriate levels of background and 

context to the project’s positioning within the field, and to explain the impact of the project 

on future scholarship. While reviewers hold the right to pass judgment on the project under 

review, Eolas does not condone or accept uncollegial behavior, including but not limited to 

personal attacks, ridicule, mockery, or distortion. 

Chicago Style format and citations should be followed. When heading the review 

please follow this format: 

Project Title. Names of Project Authors or Directors. Place of Publisher: Name 

of Publisher (if applicable), Year/s of Publication (not year of review, may be 

expressed as a date range). The Method of Publication (e.g. Online Website, 

Android Phone App), Cost of Accessing Project (if applicable). Project url (if 

applicable). Date of Reviewer Access.     

Please submit reviews electronically as Word files to the General Editor, Vicky McAlister, 

at: vmcalister@towson.edu  
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