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Questions

Rating Result
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

4

(a brief explanation is recommendable)the variables are clear

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results.

4

(An explanation is recommendable)the abstract has the details as required and there are
recommendations

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
(A brief explanation is recommendable)
The grammatical errors are minimal and are indicated in the text.

4

4. The study methods are explained clearly.

4

(An explanation is recommendable)
Methods are clear and articulate
5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

4

(An explanation is recommendable)
Minor errors noted are highlighted
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the
content.

4

(An explanation is recommendable)
Good work
7. The references are comprehensive and according to the APA
citation style.
(All the sources in the list of references are cited in the content and vice
versa)The list of references is detailed and in APA style.

4

(a brief explanation is recommendable)

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation)：
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revisions needed

x

Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
This is a good paper addressing current issues in educational management in Kenya Today. The article
contributes to knowledge. The paper takes the form of a thesis structure but not a journal article and
these needs to be restructured.
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