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I. General information for the Reviewer
Thank you for agreeing to review the text for CPH! Please provide answers to all questions. Particularly valuable for both the Editorial Board and the Author will be the Reviewer’s comments expressed in open-ended questions. 

Information about the Reviewer will remain confidential to the Editorial Board until the completion of the entire review process, and then at the end of the calendar year, the name and affiliation will be included in the collective list of Reviewers collaborating with the CPH Editorial Board.

II. Assessment of the form and content of the article (tick the appropriate box)
	No.
	Assessment criteria
	Assessment

	
	
	Excellent
	Good
	Average
	Poor
	N/a

	1.
	Correctly worded title
	
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Originality in relation to existing publications
	
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Relevance of the problem
	
	
	
	
	

	4.
	Manner in which the research was carried out (transparency of presented content, clarity of argumentation)
	
	
	
	
	

	5.
	Methodological basis of the article (research aim, research methods, soundness of conclusions)
	
	
	
	
	

	6.
	Formal accuracy of the manuscript (structure of the article, linguistic accuracy of the text, citation of sources and literature)
	
	
	
	
	

	7.
	Range of literature referenced
	
	
	
	
	


III. Justification of the assessment
Does the reviewed text fit within the thematic scope of CPH (i.e. does it apply the legal history method?)?

What is the scholarly value of the reviewed work?

Does the reviewed text present an original approach to the problem?

To what extent has the relevant literature, especially foreign literature, been utilized in the reviewed text? Does the Reviewer have any suggestions in this regard?

Does the text require necessary corrections? If so, what changes are necessary?

Could the text benefit from minor revisions or edits? If so, what changes are suggested?

Other comments from the Reviewer

Notes for the CPH Editorial Board only

IV. Reviewer’s recommendation (tick the appropriate box)
	
	Accept submission

	
	Revisions required

	
	Resubmit for review

	
	Resubmit elsewhere

	
	Decline submission


V. Details for the Editors
Name and surname of the Reviewer: 
Academic title of the Reviewer:

Affiliation of the Reviewer (university/city/state): 
Date of review:

VI. Statement and signature of the Reviewer
I hereby declare that the review has been conducted in accordance with the ethical principles upheld by the Legal History Journal (CPH).

__________________
Signature of the Reviewer
