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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 
article. 
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(Please insert your comments): Some tweaking will make for a better title. From: 

Russian Educational Policy Influence On the Formation of Georgian Education System;  
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The Influence of Russian Educational Policy on the Formation of Georgian Education 
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 
results. 
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(Please insert your comments) 

The Abstract, apart from the account of the roles Tsarist Russia and Soviet Russia 
played in the educational policy of the education system in Georgia, must clearly 
state how an independent Georgia is now different or similar to the discarded 
policies, or how Georgia has adopted a new teaching and learning policies.  

 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 
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(Please insert your comments) 

This paper requires a thorough and meticulous care in editing so as to give better 
and proper comprehension, with careful use of language. It is tedious reading 
through it. 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

(Please insert your comments) 

The historical research method, with data collection, among others, used to interpret, 

evaluate, and draw conclusions from past events did not succeed to a large extent.  

These copious materials: Archival, manuscripts, laws, documents, biographies, memoirs, 

official publications and magazines, historical essays, scientific papers and articles were 

not thoroughly synthesized, nor clearly articulated.  

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain 
errors. 
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(Please insert your comments) 

The body of the paper has a couple of structural issues, with inarticulate language 
usage and contains some errors of grammar and coherence, which is probably 
common among users of English as a second language. 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 
supported by the content. 
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The summary succeeded from what the author has struggled throughout his paper to 
present.  
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