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P R E F A C E

About NLIU Law Review

The NLIU Law Review is the flagship journal of the National Law Institute
University, Bhopal, published bi-annually by the students of the University. It is a
peer-reviewed academic law journal which aims to inculcate a culture of academic
research and writing among students, and serve as an important forum for discourse
on contemporary and pressing legal issues. The Law Review does not restrict itself to
any particular area of law and welcomes contributions from all fields of law. As of
the year 2021, the Law Review has completed ten successful years, with fifteen
editions in publication.

The NLIU Law Review engages students throughout the publication process, such
that a majority of the editing, managerial and organizational work is undertaken by
the student body of the journal. Given the opportunities it provides to the student
community, the journal has a direct bearing on the academic research-oriented goals
that the institution envisages to meet.

NLIU Law Review Primer on Editing Legal Manuscripts

Academic research and writing skills are indispensable for any person in the legal
profession. Apart from these skills, it is also quintessential for every law student and
member of the legal fraternity to know the basics of reviewing and editing legal
manuscripts. As there does not exist extensive publicly available guiding literature
on this subject, the editors at the NLIU Law Review, past and present, decided to
utilise their experience with the journal over the years in order to formulate a
primer on the editing of legal manuscripts.

This primer briefly covers a number of aspects pertaining to review of legal research
papers, ranging from the categories and segments of manuscripts to technical and
content review. By way of this primer, the NLIU Law Review generally seeks to
further its objective of encouraging legal research and writing of the utmost quality
among law students, professionals, practitioners and academicians. This primer also
gives a deep insight into how the editors at this journal review and shortlist legal
manuscripts for publication.
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B A S I C  P R I N C I P L E S  O F  E D I T O R I A L  R E V I E W

The primary role of a reviewer is to judge the quality of
the content in the manuscript, with the aim of
ascertaining whether or not it merits publication. This
requires the editor to be value-neutral to a large extent;
they may disagree with the opinion of the author, but
that alone is insufficient to deem the manuscript
unworthy of publication.
Aside from the aforementioned primary role, the
reviewer is also required to provide constructive
criticism for the authors, regardless of whether the
manuscript is deemed acceptable for eventual
publication.
Reviewers should treat the manuscripts they review as
they would like their own to be treated. This requires the
reviewer to treat each manuscript respectfully, with
criticisms being pointed out politely and not in a
scathing, demeaning or sardonic manner.
Manuscripts should be judged on their merit, and not on
the credentials of their author(s). It goes without saying
that editors must not venture out to breach anonymity by
finding out the identity of the author of the manuscript.

Before delving into the specific guidelines to be followed
during the review of manuscripts, there are a few ‘common
sense’ principles of editing which need to be reaffirmed:
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C A T E G O R I E S  O F  S U B M I S S I O N S

Articles
Articles are legal research papers that address a particular
topic, a question of law or a legal grey area. They are
expected to comprehensively address all aspects of the topic
in question. The author may either take a neutral stance and
analyse the different perspectives on the topic, or take a
more argumentative stance. Argumentative papers that take
one side of the debate are expected to address counter-
arguments from the other side. Articles are generally
expected to be thoroughly researched and have quality
references.

Case Notes
A case note is an extended commentary on a particular court
case. It is a form of an interpretative essay which focuses on
a particular case, but which is not limited to a simple
exposition of its details. Therefore, it should not only
comprehensively describe the case but at the same time
analyse it and discuss its socio-political implications.
Referencing in a case note should at most junctures
specifically point to the page or paragraph number in the
judgment.
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C A T E G O R I E S  O F  S U B M I S S I O N S  ( C O N T D . )

Legislative Comments
Legislative comments are similar to case notes, with the
only difference being that the instruments being
analysed are statutes or other law-making devices. A
case comment must both succinctly describe the
provisions of the legal instrument in question as well as
address the socio-political causes and implications of
such instrument.

Book Reviews

A book review is a thorough description, critical
analysis and/or evaluation of a book, often in relation to
pre-existing literature on the topic. It describes and
evaluates the book in relation to accepted legal and
social standards. It further supports this evaluation with
evidence from the text itself and, in most cases, with the
research of others. Structurally, it includes a statement
about what the original author has tried to do, describes
the segments of the book, and evaluates the quality of
the work and conclusions of the original author.
External references are also often used in book reviews.
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S E G M E N T S  O F  A  M A N U S C R I P T

Although the required structure of legal manuscripts varies
from journal to journal, manuscripts commonly comprise an
abstract, an introductory segment, the main body of the
paper, which contains a majority of the discussion on the
subject matter and, lastly, a concluding segment, with or
without novel suggestions of the author.

Abstract

The abstract is a brief summary of the manuscript that helps
the reader quickly ascertain the purpose of the legal paper.
An academic abstract outlines four elements relevant to the
work – the research focus (that is, the statement of the
problem or research issues addressed), research methods used
and structure (statutory analysis, case law, doctrinal
research), the results of the research, and the conclusions
and/or recommendations. A good abstract is one which can
stand alone from the manuscript and be understood without
reading the manuscript. In general, the reviewer should ask -  
if I could not read the entire manuscript, would the abstract
adequately summarize it? The editor must also ascertain
whether the manuscript and the abstract are contradictory to
one another in any manner.
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S E G M E N T S  O F  A  M A N U S C R I P T  ( C O N T D . )

Introduction 

The introduction, on the other hand, serves as a problem
statement that attracts the attention of the readers to the
topic. It serves to explain the rationale for the manuscript
and its objects. Usually, this is done by providing context for
the study to be undertaken, or by stating that a problem
exists and prior scholarly literature does not adequately
address this problem. Introductions should also ideally lay
out the structure of the manuscript towards the end of the
segment (for example, by dividing the paper into parts) and
present the hypothesis if any. However, unlike an abstract,
the introduction need not present the conclusions of the
authors.

Conclusion

The conclusion of any manuscript usually does not have as
well defined a list of requirements as an abstract or
introduction. However, it is not meant to comprise aimless
paragraphs of rhetoric aimed at driving home a point, or
merely act as a recapitulation verbatim of all the points in the
form of a precis. A frequent error authors make is where they
belatedly introduce a new concept in the conclusion as an
afterthought or suggest recommendations 
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S E G M E N T S  O F  A  M A N U S C R I P T  ( C O N T D . )

to the problem addressed without sufficient reasoning. If
the concluding segment is to deal with suggestions, the
same must be analysed with a similar level of depth as the
rest of the paper. The editor must use their discretion and
adjudge each conclusion on a case-to-case basis to ensure
that it is not abrupt, inconsistent with the previous
segments, or otherwise inappropriate for the tone of the
article.

Tables, Images and Graphical Components

Although not a common occurrence, there have been
occasions where a manuscript incorporates tables, images or
graphical components. Tables, images and other graphics
must have analytical content or be integral to the argument,
and not merely be there for aesthetic or supplementary
purposes. If the author has used an image from an external
source, the same must have a caption and the caption must
be footnoted with a reference to the source. If an image
that does not appear to be hand-drawn/computer-drawn by
the author is not referenced, it must be removed, or the
author must be asked to reference it (in the event the
manuscript is otherwise fit for publication).
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T E C H N I C A L  R E V I E W

Every legal manuscript undergoes several different types of
review before publication. These predominantly include
technical review, content review and style checks.
While undertaking a technical review, the editor assesses the
originality of the manuscript vis-à-vis existing scholarly
literature, and thereby identifies the instances of plagiarism,
if any, in the manuscript. If the manuscript does not meet the
minimum threshold requirement for originality, that varies
from journal to journal, the manuscript is not deemed worthy
of publication. An editor should, inter alia, look for the
following forms of plagiarism while conducting an originality
check on a legal manuscript:

Direct plagiarism

Direct plagiarism occurs when the author replicates an
existing work verbatim or word-for-word without giving due
credit to or citing the original author of the work. Failure of
the author to give proper citation to the original author or
place such borrowed work within quotations is to be
considered direct plagiarism. A single instance of direct
plagiarism can include a part of a sentence, a sentence, a
paragraph or even an entire section of the manuscript.
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T E C H N I C A L  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

When the author borrows a larger section from another work
and gives credit to the original author for some part of it but
fails to do it for the rest, the entirety of the section would
be considered to be plagiarized under this form of
plagiarism.

Paraphrasing

One of the most common types of plagiarism is
paraphrasing. This form of plagiarism occurs when someone
else’s work is reproduced not verbatim but in essence,
without giving due credit to the original work. It involves
the author tweaking the sentence structure or substituting
the words therein while keeping the underlying information
or assertion of the original author intact. Paraphrasing is
identified by the editor by taking note of the sentence
formation, delivery of idea, style of presenting the argument,
etc. Even though the words may be of the author, the
plagiarism of ideas without proper referencing still qualifies
as plagiarism.

Accidental Plagiarism

Accidental plagiarism occurs when the author fails to cite
the source of their work without the intention to do so.
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T E C H N I C A L  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

This is also the case when the author cites an incorrect
source, understands the work of the original author
incorrectly or cites the right work but refers to a part of the
work that does not correlate with the assertion supported by
such citation. This also happens when the author
unintentionally reproduces phrases or sentences that are
generic in nature. Despite the absence of an intent to
plagiarise, too many instances of accidental plagiarism would
lead to disqualification of the manuscript and would not
absolve the author from plagiarism. 

Secondary Plagiarism
This is another form of plagiarism which occurs frequently in
the submissions of the authors. Secondary plagiarism happens
when the author refers to a source for an assertion but that
source refers to another author’s work. This leads to the
student citing the secondary source exclusively while failing
to give due credit to the primary source of their work. To
explain more clearly, if the student refers to book ABC for a
particular sentence, while Book ABC cites Book XYZ, then
the student is required to cite not only Book XYZ but book
ABC as well. The failure to do so would be considered as
secondary plagiarism.
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T E C H N I C A L  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

Self-Plagiarism

This form of plagiarism occurs in cases where the
author resubmits a work authored by them that has
already been published elsewhere or reproduces
sections of their previously published work. In the
latter case, irrespective of the fact that the work the
author fails to cite is their own previously published
work, providing a citation for the same is highly
encouraged.

All of the above would be considered as instances of
plagiarism in the manuscript by an editor. Therefore,
an author should make their best efforts to ensure no
part of their work that is not original but taken from a
pre-existing piece of scholarly literature fails to give
due credit to its source work and thereby ends up
qualifying as an instance of plagiarism.
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W

Subsequent to a technical review for instances of
plagiarism, the quality of every manuscript must be
assessed on the grounds of the substantial discussion or the
content therein. This assessment is generally made on
criteria including the grammar or language used by the
author, the strength of their assertions, the quality of
research on the subject matter and so on.

Research Prior to Content Review

Before formally commencing with the content review of any
manuscript, it is recommended that editors devote time to
do some basic reading on the topic the manuscript deals
with. This does not have to be very in-depth, but just
sufficient for the editor to have a general idea of the topic.
Pre-review research ensures that the editor has familiarised
themselves with topics they may not be well aware of or up
to date with. It also ensures that the editors are informed
of the existing literature on the subject, which becomes
relevant in judging the manuscript’s contribution to
existing literature. Additionally, the reviewer can
sometimes spot instances of plagiarism that may have gone
unnoticed.
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

Parameters for Evaluation of the Content

Grammar/ Language: This parameter is fairly self-
explanatory. However, it is not limited to errors in
grammar and punctuation. It extends to erroneous syntax
and quality of language used. The style of writing must be
academic, and the language used must be reflective of the
same. Furthermore, emphasis must be given to the
structuring of sentences. For example, even if a sentence
is not grammatically incorrect, it may be superfluous,
irrelevant or overly complex. Vocabulary and contextual
writing may also be taken into consideration. The
language can neither be too simplistic nor too
complicated and redundant.

While reading the manuscript from start to finish, the
editor must take note of all the requisite changes with
respect to grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence
structure. This extends to erroneous syntax and the
quality of language used. However, if the editor wishes to
significantly alter the structure of a sentence on
subjective or discretionary grounds, their reasoning for
the same must be clearly mentioned.
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

Contractions must be avoided (for example, ‘does not’
instead of ‘don’t’). 
Bombastic language, generalizations and irrelevant
rhetoric are undesirable in a manuscript. 
Capitalization should be uniform throughout the article.
If abbreviations are used, they must be announced at the
beginning. The abbreviation used must also be consistent
throughout the manuscript. Eg: Paragraph 1 states: [...]
The Charter of the United Nations [“UN Charter”] [...].
Paragraph 2 must use the term UN Charter and not UNC
or Charter. However, common noun substitutes may
continue to be used interchangeably. E.g.: ‘the treaty
specifies in article 2(4).’

Editors should additionally keep the following points in mind
while reviewing the grammar/ language of a manuscript:

Direct statements are preferred to indirect ones and active
voice is preferred to passive voice. This is because longer
sentences can become especially verbose when worded in the
passive voice. 

Structure/ Logical Coherence: While reading the manuscript,
the editor must lookout for a coherent and sequential form of
presentation in an argument. 
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

This requires a twofold approach. First, on a macro level,
the editor must look out for whether the manuscript has laid
out a structure at the beginning, and followed it till the end.
Usually, the introductory segment divides the manuscript
into its various parts. These should be logically consistent.
Secondly, on a micro-level, the contentions and arguments
of the author should make logical as well as legal sense. If
the logical or legal reasoning employed is incomplete, far-
fetched, or entirely fallacious, this parameter should be
strictly evaluated. 

While there may be some exceptions, for the sake of
simplicity, it can be said that manuscripts generally attempt
to answer a question of law, or a grey area, or assess a
hypothesis. This may be addressed by employing any
combination of the following devices – statements about
previous and existing laws, statements about important
historical and factual developments, the tracing of the
evolution of jurisprudence, an inter-jurisdictional
comparison between legal systems, statistical analysis of
social facts, etc. Thus, to assess this parameter the editor has
to verify whether the author’s use of such combinations is
logical, clear and leads to a reasonable conclusion.
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

Contribution to Existing Literature: This parameter is
especially important because the very nature of legal-academic
writing is that it must contain more than just a restatement of
existing law, facts and analyses. The manuscript must thus add
to the corpus of knowledge that already exists on a particular
topic. For example, when a manuscript engages in a
comparative analysis or discusses two concepts together, there
should be a significant analysis of the interplay between the
two concepts, or the similarities and differences, the pros and
cons, etc., and not just a reiteration of the two positions
followed by a cursory note on their relationship. 

That said, this parameter should not be interpreted as
requiring the author to necessarily present hitherto unknown
arguments or conclusions. The editor may take into
consideration aspects such as whether the author is presenting
a non-traditional argument or addressing the same argument
from a different point of view. The originality of the approach
can satisfy this parameter even if the subject or idea is not
wholly original. In essence, while the topic may not be unique,
the way it is dealt with must necessarily contribute to pre-
existing literature. 
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

Contemporary Relevance: The parameter of contemporary
relevance requires the editor to assess whether the legal
manuscript addresses an issue which has been relevant in the
recent past, or addresses a legal grey area relevant in light of
recent affairs. This criterion is both objective (was this
matter relevant over the past year or extensively discussed?)
as well as subjective (how is this legal grey area relevant in
light of current affairs or recent judicial pronouncements?).
Editors may research upon the subject matter of the
manuscript in order to come to an appropriate conclusion on
these considerations.

Research and Referencing : The final parameter entails a
review of the quality of information expounded and the
authorities on which it is based. With respect to referencing,
the editor should take note whether an adequate number of
references have been used in the manuscript. The editor
should further judge the referencing based on the quality of
the sources relied upon in the manuscript by the author.

Editors should additionally keep the following in mind while
reviewing the research and referencing of a manuscript:
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C O N T E N T  R E V I E W  ( C O N T D . )

As far as research is concerned, red flags include not
taking into consideration landmark events, cases,
legislation, not delving deep into the subject matter, etc.
Referencing is prima facie the most objective criterion.
Good referencing is based on knowing when to cite, when
not to cite, and the quality of the citation. 
The editor must ensure that statements of law and fact, as
opposed to arguments and analyses, are backed with
adequate authorities. 
Quality of references is generally indicated through
preference given to academic authorities such as books,
journals, treaties, case law, etc., as opposed to newspaper
articles and blogs. While the quality of the citation
depends on the content it offers, the following loose
hierarchy can aid the editors in their review: (Primary
Sources) Treaties, legislation, cases, parliamentary or
executive reports > (Secondary Sources I) Reputed NGO/
research centre reports, literature by experts in the field,
literature by eminent scholars who may not be experts >
(Secondary Sources II) Other literature, newspapers, blog
posts, etc. 
In terms of quantity, both over-citation, as well as a
thorough lack of the same, must be avoided.
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