Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_143149

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	STAKEHOLDERS’ PERCEPTIONS AND IMPLEMENTATION OF COMPETENCY BASED EDUCATION IN JUNIOR SCHOOLS IN GARISSA TOWNSHIP SUB COUNTY

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The proposed manuscript has tremendous value to the research and education fields because it is a study of how the perceptions of stakeholders relate to the implementation of competency-based education (CBE) in junior schools in Kenya. The emphasis it places on stakeholder attitude, teacher readiness, and institutional wrap-up can offer a constructive perspective on the issues and possibilities of such an undertaking as the implementation of CBE in Sub-Saharan Africa. Its findings can be incorporated in the global debate on curriculum reform, especially in developing countries where resource allocation and stakeholder perception are key success factors. Employing the concept of social constructivism and human capital theory, the study increases the theoretical maturity and applicability of its findings on an international basis.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The present title is determinative and explanatory. But it could also be shortened and made attractive to a scholarly audience. 

Suggested alternatives:

The stakeholders' perception and realisation of competency-based education in junior schools. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	In the abstract, the authors outline the purpose, methodology, findings, and recommendations of their study. The abstract is comprehensive, but I suggest the following refinements:

Well, describe the instruments and research design in the earlier work.

Include a more explicit presentation of key quantitative results (e.g., correlation coefficient, regression results).

Reducing the background information while increasing the focus on the contributions and implications would be beneficial.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. A descriptive research design, a census-type approach, and the employment of mixed methods are suitable. Correct data analysis (correlation, regression, and thematic interpretation) is used. The results correlate quite well with the expressed aims. However:

Naturally, weaknesses like dependence on self-accounts and the limited geographic area of investigation must be clearly mentioned.

The underlying theory is robust, though it might have been better incorporated in the reasoning of the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used are generally adequate and pertinent, including up-to-date research from 2022 to 2024. However:

You can supplement some of the older sources (e.g., Fullan, 2001; Day & Sammons, 2016) with other, more recent studies worldwide on CBE.

There are some discrepancies in formatting (spacing in DOIs and APA style) that have to be fixed.

You should enhance the literature support by including 1-2 systematic reviews and cross-country comparison studies on the implementation of CBE.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	English is an acceptable language to use in scholarly communication. The manuscript is easily readable, but some minor editing is necessary to correct some lexical problems and to enhance the language style.

The manuscript contains grammatical errors, such as excessive spaces and awkward language.

The phrase 'positive and significant effect' should be repeated.

Some sentences in the discussion are too massive and can be shortened.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper will provide valuable knowledge to policymakers, curriculum developers, and educators.

To be more transparent, the authors are free to provide a brief section on the limitations and future research.

Visual aids such as conceptual models and diagrams could enhance its solidity.

In general, this is useful and welcome research that would be of interest both to the local and international community with interests in issues of curriculum reform and quality education.

\Based on my evaluation of the article, I would suggest for a minor revision.

Comment: This article has adequate substance and can be approved upon revising it concerning the raised corrections, such as rereading the language and references.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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