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Manuscripts that successfully pass the initial screening are submitted anonymously to at least two qualified external reviewers for evaluation. Reviewers assess submissions using standardized evaluation criteria and may be invited to comment on originality, scientific merit, methodological rigor, clarity of argumentation, relevance to current legal scholarship, contribution to the field, and interest for the journal’s readership.
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All appeals are reviewed independently by the Editor-in-Chief or, where appropriate, by another member of the editorial board who was not involved in the original decision. The journal may also seek the opinion of an additional external reviewer when necessary. The final outcome of the appeal, including confirmation or revision of the original decision, will be communicated to the authors in writing. Decisions reached after the appeal procedure are final.
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