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Dear editorial board members and reviewers: 

Due to your competences and skills you have been asked to review a manuscript. The following is a list of questions that are meant to help you carry out that task. The questions are based around certain themes that should be taken into account in the review process such as: Content, paper development, style, system of references and finally your comments and remarks. 
As you are probably aware, neither your name nor the author’s name will appear in this review since it is expected that the process of reviewing will be kept confidential by using a double blind system. 
1. Regarding the Paper Content

	Please scale the following aspects of the measurement on a 1-5 basis, where (5) signifies strongly agree, (4) somewhat agree  (3) undecided/neutral, (2) somewhat disagree and (1) strongly disagree
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	The paper content  is relevant 
	
	
	
	
	

	The paper argument is clearly and fully expressed
	
	
	
	
	

	The paper argument is well-founded, appropriate, and important
	
	
	
	
	

	The paper is interesting, significant, and suitable for being debated
	
	
	
	
	


	Comments

	


2. Regarding the Paper Development:

	Please scale the following aspects of the measurement  on a 1-5 basis, where (5) signifies strongly agree, (4) somewhat agree  (3) undecided/neutral, (2) somewhat disagree and (1) strongly disagree
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	The paper topic is introduced in an effective way
	
	
	
	
	

	The paper thesis is strengthened throughout the full manuscript
	
	
	
	
	

	Each paragraph is adequately constructed and supported 
	
	
	
	
	

	The paragraphs succeed one another in a reasonable and persuasive order. Consequently, the manuscript is coherent 
	
	
	
	
	


	Comments

	


3. Regarding the  Style:

	Please scale the following aspects of the measurement  on a 1-5 basis, where (5) signifies strongly agree, (4) somewhat agree  (3) undecided/neutral, (2) somewhat disagree and (1) strongly disagree
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	The paper is written in a clear, fluid, and attractive style
	
	
	
	
	

	The words are used properly
	
	
	
	
	

	All statements are clear and compact
	
	
	
	
	

	Sentences  are correctly and effectively constructed
	
	
	
	
	

	Paragraphs are used effectively to organize and focus ideas
	
	
	
	
	

	Transitions between paragraphs are natural and logical
	
	
	
	
	

	The tone is appropriate and consistent
	
	
	
	
	


	Comments

	


4. Regarding the System of Reference:

	Please scale the following aspects of the measurement on a 1-5 basis, where (5) signifies strongly agree, (4) somewhat agree  (3) undecided/neutral, (2) somewhat disagree and (1) strongly disagree
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	The system of referencing established by the journal is followed 
	
	
	
	
	

	The list of references is sufficient
	
	
	
	
	

	The references are pertinent to the topic
	
	
	
	
	


	Comments

	


 
5. 
Regarding the Methodology : 
	Please scale the following aspects of the measurement on a 1-5 basis, where (5) signifies strongly agree, (4) somewhat agree  (3) undecided/neutral, (2) somewhat disagree and (1) strongly disagree
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	The paper is based on results obtained through an anthropological and /or ethnographic research
	
	
	
	
	

	There is a clear definition of the tools used 
	
	
	
	
	

	There is a description of the collected data
	
	
	
	
	

	There is an appropriated analysis of collected data with emphasis on anthropology and/or ethnographic approach 
	
	
	
	
	


	Comments

	



6. Other Aspects
	Please scale the following aspects of the measurement on a 1-5 basis, where (5) signifies strongly agree, (4) somewhat agree  (3) undecided/neutral, (2) somewhat disagree and (1) strongly disagree
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Ethical issues are considered
	
	
	
	
	

	The personal information (such as: informants’  names, personal identifications , addresses, institutions’ names) are kept confidential
	
	
	
	
	


	Comments

	


	Recommendation:  what would be your recommendation for the editor? Publish, revise and resubmit, or reject?   

	


(We would like to acknowledge the contributions of Prof. Arteaga who is Editorial board member and Dave Ader  who is a Reviewer of this journal in the design of  this reviewing instrument)


