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	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue in legal education by examining the relationship between civic awareness and civic participation among law students. While civic knowledge is often emphasized in academic settings, the study highlights a critical gap between knowledge and real-world engagement. This is particularly significant because law students are future legal professionals who play a key role in upholding justice and democratic values. The findings contribute to ongoing discussions on improving legal education by incorporating more experiential and community-based learning approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It effectively communicates the focus on civic responsibility, the target group (law students), and the case study approach.

If refinement is needed, it could be slightly shortened for clarity:
“Civic Awareness and Participation among Law Students: A Case Study of NUALS”


	

	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.


	The abstract provides a good overview of the study, including the purpose and key findings. However, it can be improved by:

· Clearly mentioning the research design (quantitative/descriptive)

· Including the sample size

· Briefly stating the data collection method (questionnaire)

This will make the abstract more informative and aligned with academic standards.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a valid research problem and follows a logical structure. However, there are some concerns:

· The research design is incorrectly described as qualitative, while the data and analysis are quantitative.

· The methodology lacks detail regarding sample size justification and questionnaire validation.

· The analysis is mostly descriptive and lacks deeper statistical examination.

Therefore, while the study is conceptually sound, it requires improvements in methodological clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and cover important foundational works in civic education. However:

· Some references are relatively old, and more recent studies (last 5–10 years) should be included.

· The manuscript would benefit from incorporating recent empirical research on civic engagement and legal education.

Add recent journal articles on civic engagement, experiential learning, and legal education reforms.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but the language requires improvement for academic clarity.
Issues include:

· Grammatical errors

· Repetitive phrases

· Some unclear or awkward sentence constructions

A thorough proofreading or professional language editing is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and has practical value for improving legal education. However, the manuscript needs significant revision in methodology, analysis, and presentation. Strengthening the connection between theory, literature, and findings will enhance its academic contribution. Additionally, the conclusions should be more cautious and avoid generalising beyond the study sample.
The manuscript addresses an important and relevant topic and has a clear research objective. However, it requires substantial improvements in methodology, clarity of research design, and depth of analysis. With these revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful contribution.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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