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The Research and Publication Taskforce (RPT) of the Counselor Education Qualitative Research 
Interest Network (CEQUIN) completed a systematic review of qualitative publication guidelines 
in ACA, ACA-divisional, and other popular counseling publication outlets (N = 22) and 10 
journals whose sole focus is the publication of qualitative methods. The purpose of this 
systematic review was to evaluate to the extent which counseling publications provide adequate 
pagination and/or guidelines for the publication of qualitative research. Results of this review are 
presented below in Tables 1 and 2. Overall, pagination and publication requirements vary 
between all journals; many counseling journals do not offer the pagination to publish rigorous 
and robust qualitative research, especially in comparison to qualitative-focused journals. While 
this may be expected, there are implications for counseling research and scholarship which 
includes the exclusion of rigorous qualitative research from its most congruent publication outlet. 
Recommendations for counseling scholarship, including editors, editorial boards, and ACA 
counseling divisions are included below.  
 
Table 1 
Pagination Limits of ACA, ACA-Divisional, and Other Selected Counseling Journals 
 
Pagination Limit Journal(s) 
15 
 

JEC 

20 
 

Adultspan, C&V, JAOC, JCMH, PSC, TFJ 

25 
 

CDQ, CES, CORE, JCC, JLGBTIC, JMHC, JMGC, JSACP 

30 
 

JCAC, JCD, JHC, JSGW, JCLA 

31 
 

TPC 

35 RCB 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Table 2 
Pagination and Word Limits of Qualitative Specific Journals  
 
Word Limit                Pagination Limit                     Journal(s) 
                           
 
 
 
2,500 
 

  30                                           IRQR 
 
  45                                           QR 
 
                                                QRRC 

7,000 
 

                                                IPJP, QS 

8,000 
 

                                               JOE 

9,000 
 

                                               DCQR, Ethnography 

10,000 
 

                                              QROM 

14,000                                               QRAM 
 

Recommendations 
 

Overall, the project initiated for this ACES CEQUIN task force yielded several 
conjectures helpful to consider for novice and advanced qualitative researchers.  Writing the 
report in qualitative research, particularly in translation to a standard research manuscript, can 
elicit a mismatch between content and journal guidelines.  Unfortunately, this issue relates to 
balancing types of qualitative methodology that may not fit restrictively into extremely brief 
pagination limits for counseling journals.  Brief pagination limits, hence, influence the types of 
methodological designs featured and available offerings from meaningful qualitative research for 
each journal readership or audience.  For example, the comparison of JEC and RCB is alarming. 
Researchers using rich, thick data, would likely have a more difficult time with condensing 
findings into a synthesized package for 15 pages maximum with JEC in comparison with 35 
pages maximum for RCB.  This aspect can be problematically limiting for qualitative 
methodologies and designs relying on rich, thick data to convey findings.  Additionally, 
researchers using specific qualitative methodologies may rely on insertion or comparison of 
excerpts or other information from raw data.  Researchers may feel the need to erroneously code 
data by paring down the raw data into smaller sizes rather than distinctly aligning with the 
research question, paradigm, method, and coding strategy.  Similarly, researchers may feel 
forced to exclude salient pieces of data to fit within the submission guidelines of a journal.  This 
restriction can be concerning for paradigms (e.g., critical race theory, critical, poststructural, 
queer) intending to showcase the uniqueness in participant narratives, stories, or experiences or 
to challenge dominant and essentialist practices in qualitative research. 

Notably, pagination limits differ more so for journals targeted specifically for qualitative 
research external to the counseling profession (see Table 2).  Qualitative research journals 
generally carry a broad representation of multidisciplinary research that institutes innovation in 
qualitative research methods.  Most visibly, qualitative research journals on Table 2 exhibit a 



wide variety of pagination limits.  Nonetheless, an observation of these metrics generally 
indicates a number of journals with 35 pages maximum to 56 pages maximum (1,000 words is 
nearly equivalent to 4 pages double-spaced).  Although a majority of qualitative research 
journals distinctly focus on the advancement of qualitative research methods and often cater to a 
different type of audience, the opportunities for counselor educators, counseling professionals, 
and students to publish in qualitative journals are promising.  The counseling profession can 
capitalize on building unique offerings while demonstrating high quality research in other 
multidisciplinary spaces.  Publishing qualitative research external to counseling journals may 
also breed new types of advocacy for counseling researchers by demonstrating parity with other 
disciplines in tandem with increased depth and rigor. 
 Considerably, comparisons from Table 1 and Table 2 are based on pagination limits with 
total number of pages generally including references.  Authors responsible for creating 
qualitative studies and manuscripts can ascertain the number of pages needed specifically for the 
manuscript body and references while exploring the number of pages available for tables and 
figures.  Depending on the journal, tables and figures are considered as a separate page count.  
We would encourage authors to explore the possibility of tables and figures as distinct page 
counts with the intention of balancing page counts with the manuscript body.  This strategy may 
help authors to maximize the amount of space dedicated to the presentation of data (or themes as 
necessary for some methodologies) in a meaningful manner while maintaining the integrity of 
the paradigm, research question(s), or methodological strategies. 

As an additional recommendation, we would emphasize strategically thinking about the 
fit of a qualitative research manuscript with specific journals.  For instance, authors may want to 
submit their manuscript for consideration with a wider audience (e.g., TPC, JCD) or focus on 
specific division journals (e.g., Adultspan, JCC).  Multiple journals may also fit in terms of 
content and audience for specific research studies (e.g., privilege and oppression of queer men of 
color in counselor education doctoral programs; social class competence in counseling Master’s 
students), where a manuscript may fit into CES, JLGBTIC, or JMCD.  With different journal fit, 
guidelines for pagination limit may differ, which would allow authors to potentially gain from 
more space.  Researchers also have other factors to consider in association: (a) writing the report 
and presentation of data; (b) guidelines of methodology; (c) paradigm; (d) type of data source 
(e.g., interviews, focus groups, images, tweets, website content); (e) impact factor; and (f) 
circulation (e.g., open access). 
 After deeper examination of journal guidelines, particularly from the majority of 
associated and widely circulated counseling journals, our task force noted that extending page 
limits for qualitative research manuscripts and articles must continue to operate as a high priority 
for counseling journals.  Depending on negotiations among editorial offices, editors, and 
publishers, our task force also recommends that editorial offices consider expanding their 
journals with pagination limits or outlining a separate qualitative submission section to provide 
more freedom to qualitative research in counseling journals.  Collectively, researchers, 
professional counseling associations, and concerted efforts can produce advocacy initiatives to 
expand space in counseling journals dedicated to the presence of qualitative research. 
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