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Types of Articles the Journal is accepting: 

 

The Editorial Board shall determine the type of written works that will be accepted for publication. 

Given the goals of the Rwanda Law Journal, two types are recommended: lead articles and case 

notes. Explanations of these are below: 

 

 Lead Articles: 

Lead articles will focus on relevant issues in Rwandan law. These articles will be 

discussions made by the author in an attempt to explain complex legal issues that the Rwandan 

legal community is facing. These can range from administrative topics, judicial topics, legislative 

topics, discussions about the government, political discussions, and various other topics that are 

relevant to the growth and development of the Rwandan legal infrastructure. The purpose of the 

lead articles is to foster debate or informative critical analysis on the current position of the 

Rwandan legal system and encourage an open discussion about relevant issues, with the goal of 

strengthening the sector and educating others in the field. 

 

 Case Notes/Comments: 

Comments will focus on individual judicial opinions issued by the Rwandan Supreme 

Court; however, these comments will do more than simply discuss the opinion of the Court. The 

comments are to be of an analytical nature and written in such a way as to do the following: explain 

the case or controversy brought before the Court, discuss the decision of the Court, analyze and 

explain why the Court made the decision that it did, predict the impact on future cases or laws that 

the decision will have, and possibly either agree or disagree with the decision of the Court through 

an analytical and comparative discussion using previous decisions, laws, or other information. The 

purpose of the comments is to analyze and discuss Rwandan judicial decisions in a way that may 

help contextualize decisions in the broader legal framework of Rwanda, or possible influence 

future actions on law or cases, or how cases are argued in the future. 

 

 

Suggested Directions for Submitting Articles: 

 

Included in the call for articles should be guidance and guidelines for submission. Suggested 

guidance is below: 

 

When submitting articles, authors are to submit two separate documents. The first document is a 

“Submission Page.” This document will include all of the author’s contact information, which is 

the author’s full name, author’s address, author’s phone number, author’s email address, and the 

author’s occupation in the legal community. The “Submission Page” will also include a footnote 

about the author to include in the article. This footnote is to give a brief explanation about the 

author and their work as to familiarize readers with the author when reading the article. A draft 

submission page will be provided. 
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The second document to be submitted is the actual article. It is required that when the article is 

submitted all identifying features have been removed and it is completely anonymous. The only 

persons that will be aware of the author’s identity prior to peer review and publication are those in 

charge of receiving submissions from ILPD and distributing them to the peer-reviewers.    

 

 

Requirements of Submission Documents: 

  

The second document submitted – the actual article – is to be formatted precisely to the guidelines 

set forth by the journal. The submission file has to be an editable word-processed computer file. 

This ensures that reviewers and editors will not have to take any unnecessary steps to edit the 

article if necessary. The text of the article is to be double spaced and written with 12-point font in 

Times New Roman. The author will employ italics rather than underlining when using cases or 

any sources used as support for the discussion. The author will also employ footnotes instead of 

endnotes when writing citations. The footnotes will also be written with Times New Roman font, 

but will be in size 10-point font and single spaced. Lastly, the articles shall not exceed 12,000 

words (or 30 pages), and comments on judicial decisions shall not exceed 5,000 words (or 10 

pages), and a statement of the number of words shall be included at the end of the article. 

 

To be determined: 

 The format of footnote citations required by the Law Journal and any guidance 

documents to authors to comply with the citation requirements 

 Other formatting concerns that arise 

 

Instructions for Article Submission to Ensure Anonymity: 

 

The Rwanda Law Journal, through its article submission process, should provide instructions for 

authors to submit articles for blind peer review. An example of such instructions is below: 

 

 Microsoft 2003 (and previous versions) and Macintosh versions of Word 

 Under the File menu select: Save as > Tools (or Options with a Mac) > Security > Remove 

personal information from file properties on save > Save. 

 Macintosh Word 2008 (and future versions) 

 Under the File menu select “Properties” 

 Under the Summary tab remove all of the identifying information from all of the fields 

 Save the File. 

 Microsoft 2007 (Windows) 

 Click on the office button in the upper-left hand corner of the office application 

 Select “Prepare” from the menu options 

 Select “Properties” from the “Prepare” menu options 

 Delete all of the information in the document property fields that appear under the main 

menu options 

 Save the document and close the document property field section. 

 Microsoft 2010 (Windows) 

 Under the File menu select “Prepare for sharing” 

 Click on the “Check for issues” icon 
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 Click on the “Inspect document” icon 

 Uncheck all of the checkboxes except “Document Properties and Personal Information” 

 Run the document inspector, which will then do a search of the document properties and 

indicate if any document property fields contain any information 

 If the document inspector finds that some of the document properties contain information 

it will notify you and give you the option to “Remove all,” which you will click to remove 

the document properties and personal information from the document. 

 PDF Files 

 With PDFs, the author’s names should also be removed from Document Properties found 

under File on Adobe Acrobat’s main menu. 

 Any other word-processing service 

 If a word-processing service was used that was not discussed, make every possible effort 

to ensure that any identifying information has been removed and attach a signed declaration 

stating as such when the article is submitted. 

 

 

Explanation of Peer Review Process: 

  

The articles and comments to be published in the Rwanda Law Journal will be selected based on 

a Peer-Review Process. The Peer-Review Process ensures that the best articles are being chosen 

for publication and the process is free from as much biased selection as possible. To begin the 

process articles will be sent to the person that is in charge of accepting submissions; this will be 

the only person that is aware of the identity of the author prior to final selection and this person 

will have no role in the reviewing process. A managing editor or designated member of the 

Editorial Board will then check to ensure that all identifying features of the author have been 

removed from the document and will send out invitations to individuals that he or she believes 

would be appropriate reviewers; as responses are received, further invitations are issued as 

necessary until the required number of acceptances is obtained (this will be at least 2). Potential 

reviewers will consider the invitation against their own expertise, conflicts of interest, and 

availability; they can accept or decline, and if possible, when declining, they might also suggest 

alternative reviewers.    

 

The chosen reviewers will then set aside time to read the article several times. The first readthrough 

of the article is used to form an initial impression of the work, and if major problems are found at 

this stage, then the reviewer may feel comfortable rejecting the paper without further work. If there 

are no major problems, then the reviewer will read the paper several more times, taking notes along 

the way so as to build a detailed point-by-point review. The reviewer will then use these notes and 

the text of the article to fill out the grading rubric, which is attached below along with an 

explanation of it. The reviewer’s score is then submitted back to the managing editor with 

comments and a recommendation to accept it or reject it, or with a request for revision – flagged 

as either major or minor – before it is reconsidered for publication. 

 

The designated members of the Editorial Board will then consider all the returned reviews before 

making an overall decision on each article. This decision will be based on the scores sent in by the 

reviewers, and the articles with the highest scores will be the ones that are chosen for publication. 

If the reviews and scores differ widely, the editor may invite an additional reviewer so as to get an 
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additional score before making the final decision. A designated member of the Editorial Board will 

then send decisions to the authors indicating whether their article has been accepted, declined, or 

will be reconsidered with revisions; these decisions will also include any relevant comments that 

the author can use for future work, the reviewers that wrote the comments will be kept anonymous. 

Any article that is to be reconsidered following revisions will go through another full round of 

anonymous peer review upon resubmission.  

 

Once it has been determined which articles will be published, and any suggested revisions have 

been complted by the authors, the articles will go through editing by the Editorial Board members 

for compliance with style and citation guidelines, spelling and grammar, and other non-substantive 

requirements to ensure the highest possible quality works are published in the Law Journal. The 

Editorial Board will then determine the order of articles for that edition of the journal, and once 

complete will send the final version of the edition to the published if a hard copy is to be published, 

or will send the edition to ILPD to be placed on the website. 

Sample Guidelines of How to Score Articles: 

 

As best as possible, a uniform system of scoring articles should be used amongst all reviewers. 

One suggestions for scoring articles is below: 

 

 There are three different aspects of the article that the peer reviewers are to examine: the 

originality of the article, the quality of the research presented in the article, and the quality of the 

analysis and examination of legal issues. Within each of these sections there are sub-sections. 

When examining the originality of the article the reviewer is to look to the novelty and relevance 

of the topic discussed in the article and the interest level that the article will garner from readers. 

When examining the quality of research section the reviewer is to look to the strength of the cases 

and legal precedent used by the author and the strength of the author’s interpretation of the legal 

support and their theory pulled from those sources. When examining the quality of analysis and 

examination of legal issues section the reviewer is to look to the strength of the title, abstract, and 

introduction; the strength of the evidence used; the style of the author’s writing and the clarity of 

the article; and the strength of the conclusion section. The specific things that each reviewer is to 

look for are listed below.  

 

 ORIGINALITY 

 Novelty/Relevance 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 Originality of author’s work; 

 Novelty of author’s discussion;  

 Whether the novelty/creativity of the author’s discussion will encourage rebuttal 

articles in future editions; and 

 Relevance of author’s discussion to the current focus of the Rwandan legal 

community. 

 Interest 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 Whether the article will be interesting to members of the relevant field; 

 Whether the article will be interesting to a wide array of readers; and 
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 Whether the article will be interesting enough to encourage a debate via rebuttal 

articles in future editions. 

 

 QUALITY OF RESEARCH 

 Cases 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 Variety of cases and support used in the discussion; 

 The strength of those sources in supporting the points made by the author;  

 The strength of the analytical and comparative discussion of these sources; and 

 The novelty in which the author uses these sources to further the discussion. 

 Interpretation/Theory 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 The strength of the author’s interpretation of the sources used; 

 The strength of the author’s theory based on the sources used; and 

 The ability of the author to interpret differing sources through analytical and 

comparative methods to support their theory and further the discussion. 

 

 QUALITY OF ANALYSIS AND EXAMINATION OF LEGAL ISSUES 

 Title, abstract, and introduction 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 The concise nature and clarity of the title; 

 The ability of the title to summarize the article’s main points into a few words; 

 The ability of the abstract to briefly summarize the article’s main points and the 

reasons for writing the article; and 

 The ability of the introduction to clearly and concisely address each of the article’s 

main points without burdening the reader with the finer details. 

 Evidence 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 The variety of evidence the author uses in their discussion; 

 The strength of the evidence used by the author; 

 The ability of the author to make it clear what support is being used; 

 The strength of the author’s citation skills; and 

 The ability of the author to effectively use footnotes. 

 Style and organization 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 The ease in understanding what the author is trying to say; 

 The ease in following the logical path of the author’s discussion; and 

 The author’s use of support in a way that makes the article smoothly flow from one 

point to another. 

 Conclusions 

 In this section reviewers will be looking at the following when scoring the article: 

 The ability of the author to briefly summarize the main points of the article; 

 The author’s use of the conclusion section to make one final overarching point 

about the importance of what has been discussed in the article; and 
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 The author’s use of the conclusion section in answering any questions that may 

have gone unanswered in the rest of the article. 

 

 

Sample Scoring Rubric to be used by Peer Reviewers: 

 SCORING GUIDELINES: 

 Originality Section 

 (9-10): The research and discussion are extremely novel or interesting, such that it is 

suitable for publication in the most prestigious journals in the field. 

 (7-8): The research and discussion are highly novel or interesting, such that it is suitable 

for publication in the upper-middle tier journals. 

 (5-6): The research and discussion are moderately novel or interesting such that it is 

suitable for publication in the mid-tier journals. 

 (3-4): The research and discussion are of low novelty or interest, such that it would 

have little interest to members of the field and is suitable for publication in low-tier 

journals. 

 (0-2): The research and discussion are not novel and of very low interest, such that 

members of the field would not be particularly interested in the argument and it would 

be suitable for publication in journals not interested in novel arguments. 

 

 Quality of Research Section 

 (9-10): There is no doubt about the proper use of the legal support for the author’s 

points and the interpretation of that support, such that there are no revisions required 

before publication. 

 (7-8): There is minor doubt about the proper use of the legal support for the author’s 

points and the interpretation of that support, such that minor revisions may be required 

before publication. 

 (5-6): There is moderate doubt about the proper use of the legal support for the author’s 

points and the interpretation of that support, such that moderate revisions are required 

before publication. 

 (3-4): There is major doubt about the proper use of the legal support for the author’s 

points and the interpretation of that support, such that major revisions are required 

before publication. 

 (0-2): The legal evidence used in support of the author’s points was referenced 

improperly and the interpretation of that support is therefore invalid, such that the 

article cannot be published as is. 

 

 Quality of Analysis and Examination of Legal Issues Section 

 (9-10): The readers will have no difficulty in comprehending and following the author’s 

discussion, such that no revisions are required before publication. 

 (7-8): The readers could have minor difficulty in comprehending and following the 

author’s discussion, such that minor revisions may be required before the article is 

suitable for publication. 

 (5-6): The readers could have moderate difficulty in comprehending and following the 

author’s discussion, such that moderate revisions will be required before the article is 

suitable for publication. 



 6 

 (3-4): Readers will likely have major difficulty in comprehending and following the 

author’s discussion, such that major revisions are required before the article can be 

published. 

 (0-2): Readers will be unable to comprehend and/or follow the author’s discussion, 

such that the article cannot be published as is. 

 

 ORIGINALITY 

 Novelty/Relevance 

 Reviewer One 

 New question, theory, or hypothesis………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Reviewer Two 

 New question, theory, or hypothesis………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Interest 

 Reviewer One 

 Interesting nature of the article………….…………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Reviewer Two 

 Interesting nature of the article…….………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 QUALITY OF RESEARCH 

 Cases 

 Reviewer One 

 Proper use of legal support………..………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Reviewer Two 

 Proper use of legal support………..………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Interpretation/Theory 

 Reviewer One 

 Legal support was interpreted properly……………………………               /10 

 Comments: 
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 Reviewer Two 

 Legal support was interpreted properly……………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 QUALITY OF ANALYSIS AND EXAMINATION OF LEGAL ISSUES 

 Title, abstract, and introduction 

 Reviewer One 

 Strength of these sections in summarizing article…………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Reviewer Two 

 Strength of these sections in summarizing article…………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Evidence 

 Reviewer One 

 Author’s use of varying evidence to support discussion….………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Reviewer Two 

 Author’s use of varying evidence to support discussion……….…               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Style and organization 

 Reviewer One 

 Ease in understanding & following discussion……….……….…               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Reviewer Two 

 Ease in understanding & following discussion……….……….…               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 

 Conclusions 

 Reviewer One 

 Strength of conclusion…………….………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 
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 Reviewer Two 

 Strength of conclusion…………….………………………………               /10 

 Comments: 

 

 Reviewer One Final Comments: 

 

 

 

 Reviewer One Total Score…………………………………………………               /80 

 

 

 

 Reviewer Two Final Comments: 

 

 

 

 Reviewer Two Total Score…………………………………………………               /80 

 

 

 

 Total Score of Article……………………………………………………...               /160 

 

 

 


