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EDITORIAL 

DAVID A REID

Three years ago I wrote an editorial is issue 40(3) primarily 
commenting on the state of academic publishing, but also 
looking back on my first three year term as Editor of FLM, 
and forward to my second three year term. Now I find 
myself in a similar reflective and ‘proflective’ mood, as that 
term comes to an end. The Board of FLM Publishing Asso-
ciation have kindly agreed to allow me to continue as Editor 
for another three years. 

Richard Barwell commented on the role of Editor, in his 
final issue as Editor, 36(3), “What I mean is that we have  
all not simply done the editing; we have each been the Editor, 
inhabiting a role that shapes us, as much as we shape it”  
(p. 2). The role of Editor of FLM is strongly guided by the 
personality of the founding Editor, David Wheeler. David 
wrote in issue 4(2): 

It is easy to say what one hopes to achieve: to move 
mathematics education in the direction of disciplined 
enquiry, to raise the level of discussion of crucial 
issues, to encourage reflection, and so on. But of 
course, the journal, by itself, can do little to affect these 
things. It can only print what people will write, and it 
cannot determine what readers will make of what is 
written. That one could say exactly the same for any 
journal brings out the fact FLM, like all journals, is 
embedded in a social nexus that fixes some of the para-
meters. The question of responsibility emerges when 
one explores how much freedom remains. (p. 24) 

I have been strongly aware of the distance between the aims 
of FLM (see the inside front cover) and what is possible 
given the articles that are submitted to us and the reality that, 
much as I wish it were otherwise, many readers do not have 
the opportunity to sit down in a calm space with a paper 
copy of the journal and read and reflect on all the articles in 
a given issue.  

As David says, part of the responsibility I take on as Editor 
is to explore how much freedom remains, to always look for 
new ways to achieve the journal’s aims, while remaining true 
to its spirit and traditions, and attentive to the needs of all its 
readers, some of whom do read each issue from cover to 
cover and appreciate that it is worth doing so.  

A consequence of being a mere mortal taking on the role of 
Editor of FLM is that I sometimes feel like an imposter, or 
worry that I am losing my focus on the aims of the journal. 
FLM has an Advisory Board that supports the Editor in many 
ways. In May I wrote to them voicing some of my worries. I 
received many thoughtful replies, including one from Anna 
Sfard, who reminded me of an important element in David 
Wheeler’s vision. He had an openness to ideas unlike his own, 
and that is central to FLM as a journal. She related David 
telling her once that the authors of an article had not taken his 
advice, but he would publish their article anyway, an experi-
ence that is familiar to me. David wrote in issue 4(2): 

It would seem desirable that authors should be helped 
to make their written case in the best possible way. But 
it is not always clear what “best possible” means […] 
Some articles are too long, some too opaque, some too 
boring. I am torn between responsibility to the readers 
and responsibility to the writer; my inclination is to 
hope that the author knows best, better than me or my 
advisors, what he or she wants to say. (p. 24) 

As an editor I have the needs of the readers in mind; they 
deserve to read articles that are not too long, too opaque or 
too boring. But I also recognise my responsibility to the 
writers; to help them say what they want to say as well as 
possible, even if I do not agree with what they are saying. 

Let me close as I did my editorial three years ago, by 
thanking the people who have helped me and have made this 
work so enjoyable that I want to continue doing it. My two 
associate editors, Sue Staats and Jean-Franc�ois Maheux, have 
both agreed to continue working with me for the next three 
years. My editorial assistant, Rox-Anne L’Italien-Bruneau, 
began this year, and has quickly come to grips with the com-
plexity of making sure I do not lose track of the many 
submissions that come our way. She succeeded Sören Sell, 
who in turn succeeded Elke Naber. I am grateful to them all. 
Three years ago Susan Oesterle was new to the role of Man-
aging Editor, and now I can say with confidence that she is 
doing an excellent job of handling all the business of FLM, 
making sure that issues are sent to subscribers on time, deal-
ing with myriad rules and regulations, and basically making 
sure that the journal exists, for which I am deeply apprecia-
tive. I would also like to mention Rachelle Painchaud-Nash 
of Fine Line Design, who is responsible for the high quality 
of the presentation of each issue of FLM.  

Let me close with one more quote from David Wheeler, 
from issue 1(1): 

An editor may want to ease into existence a journal 
with certain concerns, a certain style or tone, a certain 
level of discourse. […]  But he has to attempt to do this 
within constraints, since a journal, whoever initiates it, 
is a social enterprise. […] A journal is a product: a 
product–or perhaps a by-product–of people talking 
to people. Like face-to-face talk, printed talk takes 
many forms and serves many functions. It can enter-
tain, inform, reassure, tell lies, beat about the bush, play 
on feelings, inflame, and do any of the other things that 
people use words for. (p. 2) 

Without readers and authors, the people who talk to each 
other through FLM’s pages, there would be no journal for 
me to edit. So thank you, to you, the readers and authors of 
FLM. 
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