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We, once again, thank you very much for your willingness to review a contribution for us. This

form is intended for the review of articles submitted to Chokie Journal of Law.

Chokie Journal of Law will examine submitted articles for originality, substantive interest,
completeness, and quality of scholarship. After an article has passed the internal review process,
it passes on to the external assessment stage. Throughout the review process, all reviewers will

remain entirely anonymous.

We kindly request that assessors return their comments to us within two weeks, so that our
authors have sufficient time to make the suggested changes and edits. Reviewers shall inform the
Editor-in-Chief immediately if they have any conflicts of interest or later finds themselves

struggling to meet the review deadline so that authors will be informed of any delays.

Please kindly write your assessment under the items below. The Editorial Board would also
appreciate your track text comments and suggestions for the improvement of the work, if

possible.
Title of the Manuscript
I. Content:
1. Does the article contain novel research, scholarship, or a fresh perspective on an issue?

2. Did the author thoroughly research the various issues and concepts contained in the article,

including primary source materials? Is the research up-to-date?

3. Does the author demonstrate a comprehensive knowledge of the subject matter being

discussed?
4. s the thesis clearly stated? Does the article address the author’s thesis?
5. Has the author sufficiently supported his/her arguments?

6. Does the manuscript contain discriminatory words, abusive and sexist terms?



7. Does the paper help to expand or further research in this subject area?
8. Does the paper help to expand methodological, theoretical and practical contribution to
field of law;

9. Are all relevant accompanying data, citations, or references given by the author?

10. Are there plagiarism related issues?




Il. Form:
1. Isthe article clearly written, logically organized, and objective?

2. Is the manuscript complete? Is there an abstract or summary of the work undertaken as

well as a Concluding section?

3. Is the manuscript in Standard English to aid the understanding of the reader? Does the

article address each issue in turn as it is presented in the Introduction?
4. Are factual assertions accurate and consistent?

5. Does the author clearly and accurately convey the situation, laws, or issue/s being

discussed? Does the author provide sufficient detail and/or examples?
6. Does the title clearly reflect the subject matter of the article?
7. Does the author provide sufficient information in her/his footnotes?

8. Isthe length of the article appropriate? Should the text be expanded or condensed?




I11. Additional Comments:

If you have additional /specific/ comments, please.

What is your recommendation regarding publication of the paper in our Journal?

A. Accept without any changes and minor revisions (acceptance): the Journal will publish
the reviewed manuscript in its original form or requests the corresponding author to

make minor corrections;

B. Accept after major revisions (conditional acceptance): the Journal will publish the paper

provided the authors make the changes suggested by the reviewers;

C. Reject the paper (outright rejection): the Journal will not publish the paper or reconsider

it even if the authors make major revisions.

Name and Signature of the Reviewer Date

We Thank You for Your Cooperation



