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The title is adequate to the content of the article, but it needs to be more accurate. 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 
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(Please insert your comments) 

The object is needed to be more accurate. The primary focus is linked to the 

conclusions. 



The methods need more clarification, the present paper limits itself to the question 

of ambivalence.  

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

(Please insert your comments) 

I believe the author uses language capability to present his thought. So, it is 
acceptable in general. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 
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the study methods need more clarif ication
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

  Title: the preposition “between” supposes the dogmatic understanding of Islam is 
in a different direction to the political affiliation to the Monarchy. If the two factors 
are in the same direction, the author needs to use “under” instead of “between then 
to use the output of these two factors in the main article. 
  Page 1: some general reference for example, ‘Japan a reinterpretation by Patrick 
smith’.   
  Page 3 line 6: It is assumed that the hadith is interpreted according to the author, or 
that the author clarifies that the hadith was used by interpretation (ideologically) for 
the benefit of the political reality. Because there is another adopted interpretation of 
the hadith said, the hadith may mean to not permissible to live among non-Muslims. 
The explanation, which I believe, is that the hadith may mean that Muslims have to 
not migrate to non-Muslim territories during the time of the Prophet, with all political 
meanings of the migration word. Where the “jihad” was the main part of Islam being 
and addressed the military function at that time. 
  In general If possible, to clarify idiomatically some words like 'Makhzen'. 
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Evaluation Criteria: 

Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a 

thorough explanation for each point rating. 

Questions 

Rating Result 

[Poor] 1-5 

[Excellent] 

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

article. 
4 



(Please insert your comments) 

The title indicates judgmental depictions of debatable issues. 
 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
4 

(Please insert your comments) 
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes 

in this article. 
4 

(Please insert your comments) 
 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

(Please insert your comments) 
 

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

(Please insert your comments) 
 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 

supported by the content. 
3 

(Please insert your comments) 
 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(Please insert your comments) 
 

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

There is adequate reference to the Moroccan ambassadorial literature within the 

timeframe of the analysis. A serious default, however, appears with respect to 1) 

negligence of the post-war environment between the invading colonial Europe and the 

conquered countries all over the world, including Morocco and the other Maghreb 

nations. 2) Repeated inclinations to agglomerate European industrial/technical 

advancement vis-à-vis the non-European nations; and 3) Grievous mistakes of 

degrading Moroccan religious beliefs and cultural values. Ad hoc subjective 

assumptions mixed up major concepts (pertaining to Shari’a, fiqh, Sultan’s state and 

political policies, modernity, etc., with ambassadorial personal writings on one hand, 

and some formal-motivations in climates of shared hostilities and post-war movements, 

added to shared striving to assert the Self, culture and religion, and a world quest for 

modernization, etc., on the other). These deficiencies made of the article a non-

academic largely opinionated piece of writing. 

 

These deficiencies in the style and content of the article need major revisions to be 

acceptable academic research adopting the key principles/standards of research. To 

improve the article, suggestions include: firstly: Clear definitions of the key concepts 

modernity, modernization, Shari’a, fiqh, Sultan’s state and political policies, etc. 

Secondly: illustrations of Christian literature side-by-side with Muslim literature on 

Christian-Muslim interrelationships at the pre European conquest/post-war times in the 

Muslim-Christian world in general and the European-Maghreb geopolitics in particular. 



Reader requires in-depth analysis in issues so deeply entrenched in history, religion, 

culture, peace and war, etc. These inter-related issues that are still re-echoed up to this 

present time, might not be simply mixed up and lent to subjective deductions as the 

writer attempted. 

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

 

I do not recommend the manuscript, the way it reads, to ESJ 

publication. 
There is adequate reference to the Moroccan ambassadorial literature within the 

timeframe of the analysis. A serious default, however, appears with respect to 1) 

negligence of the post-war environment between the invading colonial Europe and 

the conquered countries all over the world, including Morocco and the other 

Maghreb nations. 2) Repeated inclinations to agglomerate European 

industrial/technical advancement vis-à-vis the non-European nations; and 3) 

Grievous mistakes of degrading Moroccan religious beliefs and cultural values. 

Ad hoc subjective assumptions mixed up major concepts (pertaining to Shari’a, 

fiqh, Sultan’s state and political policies, modernity, etc., with ambassadorial 

personal writings on one hand, and some formal-motivations in climates of shared 

hostilities and post-war movements, added to shared striving to assert the Self, 

culture and religion, and a world quest for modernization, etc., on the other). 

These deficiencies made of the article a non-academic largely opinionated piece of 

writing. 

 

These deficiencies in the style and content of the article need major revisions to be 

acceptable academic research adopting the key principles/standards of research. 

To improve the article, suggestions include: firstly: Clear definitions of the key 

concepts modernity, modernization, Shari’a, fiqh, Sultan’s state and political 

policies, etc. Secondly: illustrations of Christian literature side-by-side with 

Muslim literature on Christian-Muslim interrelationships at the pre European 

conquest/post-war times in the Muslim-Christian world in general and the 

European-Maghreb geopolitics in particular. 

Reader requires in-depth analysis in issues so deeply entrenched in history, 

religion, culture, peace and war, etc. These inter-related issues that are still re-

echoed up to the present time, might not be simply mixed up and lent to subjective 

deductions as the writer attempted. 

 

If these concerns are considered for a balanced in-depth analysis, I will be honored 

to reevaluate the article. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Mahgoub Mahmoud 

 

 

 

 

 


