The peer-review process for Archives of natural history explained

All papers are sent to at least one external referee for peer-review.  
The referee’s report goes to the Associate Editor in charge of the paper, or to the Honorary Editor, who then requests the authors to modify the submission if that is required.  Depending upon the content of a submission the Honorary Editor may assume sole responsibility for the editorial process. The Associate Editors and the Honorary Editor also have the right to make comments and request alterations at any stage in the entire editorial process.

Once the Associate Editor receives the author’s revision, the paper may be transferred to the Honorary Editor who is charged by the Society’s Council with the production of the journal. Neither the external referee nor the Associate Editor can indicate that a paper is accepted or rejected. While a referee’s report may be positive recommending acceptance, and the Associate Editor may have the same view, it is the Honorary Editor’s sole responsibility to accept or reject papers.  The Society’s Council seeks by these means to eliminate errors and ambiguities thereby ensuring, in a timely manner, the maintenance of the highest possible standards of publication in its journal.

