Minutes of the Editorial Board of Neotestamentica  

6 June 2022
1. Welcoming
2. Minute taker
3. Constitution of meeting:

a) Attendance:  Llewellyn Howes (Chair),  Gertrud Tönsing (Minutes),Jeremy Punt, Philip du Toit, Pieter Botha,  Gerhard van den Heever, Jacobie Helena Visser, Nina Müller van Velden, Joel Brown, Marius Nel.  
Petra Dijkhuizen (Online)


b) Apologies :  Chris de Wet

4. Finalise the agenda

5. Minutes of Editorial Board  27 October 2021

Minutes are approved  

6. Matters arising

a.  Support infrastructure to assist editor
Handover from C. de Wet to P. Botha happened recently.
Copy editors and administrator is working.
Nothing seems to be lacking at the moment,  the structure is workable. 
There has been a suggestion that Neotestamentica could go into publications of books.
There needs to be transparency how the present structure works, what is the process to publication. 
There were informal discussions with Bloomsbury during the time of Llewellyn’s editorship.  The present editorial team needs to think through the feasibility.   Neotestamentica has a good name which could be used to elevate African scholarship.  
Pieter Botha will circulate some thoughts on broadening publication.  This thought has circulated on and off for many years. 
Next year SBL in Pretoria this could be a good place to network about possible endorsements.  
How do South African and other African scholars become visible in the international arena?
What possible collaborations are possible to enable free access for Africans while having international visibility?  Books have a greater visibility.  Universities want articles as income stream and do not support books in the same way.  Feasibility needs to be looked into. 
b. Format of book reviews
There was a discussion on the format of book reviews.  There is a shortage of book reviews.  There is no recommended format at this stage and the length varies widely.   It is difficult to get reviewers even for articles.   Not having books physically at a conference has made a difference.  It is not easy to get hard copies of books to review also.  No subsidies are given for book reviews, so it is an “optional extra” for most academics.  We need to be realistic here.  Some post-graduate students are writing book reviews for their modules.  Book review is an “authoritative comment”  on publications out there.  Book panel discussion on seminal books can be stimulating.  Guidelines would be helpful.   We are very dependent on Bloomsbury for hard copies. 
c. Postgraduate bursaries
The board discusses the proposal of investing surplus funds into postgraduate bursaries.  Concerns are expressed about the logistics of this and whether the society has this capacity.  The principle should be that funds are used to grow the discipline.  
The editorial board decided to revisit the specific proposal of 4 post-graduate bursaries.  The journal  can transfer surplus to NTSSA and serious discussion is needed on what is the most effective way of using the money.  
d. Honorarium for editor and remuneration for administrator
Honorarium for journal administrator needs to be reviewed. 
Proposal of a 10% increase for all honoraria:  Remuneration  118 000  for administrator,  Book  Review editor R3 300,  Editor R5500    R16 500 administrator honorarium
7. Reporting
a. Outgoing editor 
Chris de Wet was very ill with hepatitis at the beginning of the year.  This made handover more difficult. However the Journal came out on time.  Chris is thanked for his contribution to Neotestamentica
b. Incoming editor
Pieter Botha has taken over the journal.  It is a great struggle to get reviewers.  Some people send in reviews with no reasons given for acceptance or rejection.  This is not acceptable.  The plan is to finalize the next issue in September.   In the sciences there are journals that pay for reviews.  This might need to be considered.  
8.  Funding of NTSSA and conferences

Decision had been reached that 80% of surplus would go to the society.  This decision was not implemented in the past.  However,  the surplus has decreased over the last year.  The editorial board wants some say in how the money is spent.  The surplus of the previous years should be kept as a cushion.  Editing fees were quite steep last year.  The amount will fluctuate. The NTSSA should decide on the use of the surplus in consultation with the editorial board of Neotestamentica.
9. Closure of Meeting
