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Rating Result

Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]

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

the article. 3




The title is somehow clear. However, | think it has to be more concise and more
focused on the violation of HR due to pandemic.

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

The abstract does not clearly mention scope of the research, objectives, methods,
and results.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4
There are very few errors.
4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

The study methods are explained clearly, but there is no clear explanation how the
methodology is utilized.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

The results are clear, but not strongly connected to the implementation of the
methodology.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
2
supported by the content.
Very weak correlation between conclusions and findings.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

The references are appropriate

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

Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

While comments are inserted in the text with track change, the main concerns are listed
below:

1.Abstract has to clearly mention the scope of the research, the purpose, the objectives,
the methodology as well as the key findings.

2. Methodology has to be separated from findings-data analysis

3. There is no clear description of primary data, which are utilized to support the main
thesis of the research.

4. There is no clear corre3lation between pandemic and the violation of HR.



5. there are too many issues addressed in the article, while the sources of information
do not support all of them.

6. Findings do not seem to stem from the utilization of methodology, designed for the
research.

7. No clarities on the research instruments and how they are utilized.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 4




(Please insert your comments)
The title is quite clear and sufficiently meet with the contents of the article.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 4
results.

Agreed the abstract clearly reveals objects, methods and results

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 3
mistakes in this article.

There are few grammatical errors of punctuations etc have depicted in the
manuscript e.g overwhelming instead overwhelmingly written in the first par of
Abstract, similarly started second para with Unreasonab instead of unreasonably.
As well as other minor grammatical mistakes found in the main body of the paper
which ought to be removed.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

Apparently there is no confusion divulged in the method applied and explained.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

Prima facie the results are not at variance. However, the questioner has not been
shared in order to compare the results as explained.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

The conclusion was very brief and short. It ought to be little bit elaborated with
future recommendations.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

In fact sufficient number of references have been cited in support of content and
discussion.

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

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Though the author has made a good effort and hard work in the manuscript.
However, he should have explained how the pandemic can be delated besides
ensuring human rights as all the measures being taken the analogy of right to life
and to minimize death ratio. The paper also lacks the reason as to how the
pandemic emergency was the same as of undemocratic emergency? Moreover,
though education has been affected during the days of pandemic, however, the
author has not realized the unveiling of modern techniques of imparting education



which otherwise would have taken years to implement. Apparently, the author’s
stance was found against the pandemic emergency and violation of basic human
rights during that time. However, he admitted in para 3 on page 15 by appreciating
the priority of the State regarding the purchase of protective gears, testing kits,
and medicines as a good step, which indeed necessary saving lives of millions of
people. Whereas, there is no specific case cited being lodged against state officials
for alleged corruption. The paper also lacks regarding discrimination (if any)
against any specific class of the society during the days of the pandemic as the
same was in all and sundry.
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