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Editorial Review Form

Thank you for agreeing to review the attached manuscript. After reading the manuscript, please highlight the number that you feel most closely corresponds to your reading of the manuscript and provide further feedback in the space provided near the end of the form. 

Submission #: 
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Please return to the Editor-in-Chief no later than: 

Subject Matter / Relevance to International Development Studies

1 
Not appropriate for the journal 
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3
Marginally within the scope of the journal; more IDS-focused/applicable analysis needed

4






5
Very appropriate for the journal



Information

1
Information contains evident inaccuracies
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3
Information accurate but misread by author


4






5
Information accurate, represented as such and utilized well by author


Strength of Argument

1
There is no argument being made 
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3
Argumentation is weakly supported or fails


4






5
Clear argument is made and substantiated with evidence





Balance

1
Evidence and opinions are insufficiently differentiated and/or argument is one-sided

2

3
Attempts made at examining more than one side of argument; more examination needed  

4

5
More than one side of the argument is explored and opinions are clearly differentiated from evidence

Relevance to Current Debates

1
Article fails to pace with current debate and knowledge

2

3
Author brings in current and authoritative sources, but fails to bring in prevalent debates on topic

4

5
Article reflects the current state of debate and knowledge (and sources cited are authoritative)

Title

1
Title does not reflect the paper; revision needed. Suggested alternative:

2
Title accurately reflects the subject/is appropriate

Language

1
Grammar, language and/or spelling need revision. Spelling does not reflect Oxford English Dictionary

2

3
Spelling, grammar and language are decent but in need of some revision

4

5
Grammar, spelling and language are good; only minor revision needed, if anything

Abstract

1
Abstract does not reflect the paper and/or language should be re-written

2

3
Abstract reflects the paper but is too long and should be condensed

4

5
Abstract is clear and adequate; only minor revision needed, if anything

Clarity and Length

1
Article is too brief for clarity

2

3
Clarity wavers or is poor throughout

4

5
Clarity is good throughout

Style and Presentation

1
Style of writing and presentation of topics is short and/or choppy

2

3
Article contains irrelevant material or is too lengthy

4

5
Topics and issues are presented well

Notations and Language (Abbreviations, Lingo, Formulae and Units)

1
Some or all need revision and/or a notation list is necessary

2
Conform to acceptable standards

References

1
References are incorrect, inappropriate, missing or insufficient

2
References are appropriate and in APA format

Overall Grading of Paper

1 Poor – writing and/or revision clearly need more attention; the areas detailed below should be attended to and the paper resubmitted OR the paper is not appropriate for the journal

2

3
Good – the paper has potential, but needs further revision, following the recommendations listed below

4

5
Excellent – the paper’s writing, argumentation, format and references are all well done; the paper needs only minor revision, if that

Official Recommendation

1
Do not publish

2
Conditional acceptance pending revision
3
Publish with only minor revisions and copy editing

Please provide the basis for your evaluation and recommendation of this manuscript. Indicate whatever criticisms and/or suggestions you would like to communicate to the author and the Editor-in-Chief. Feel free to comment about editorial and stylistic matters as well as content. The author will receive feedback (including only those of your comments intended for the author, while your identity will be kept anonymous) from the Editor-in-Chief.
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