

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Walls That Teach: Graffiti, Education, and the Pedagogy of Resistance

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6603.8

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Graffiti Pedagogy: Designing Curriculum Through Urban Expression

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter





	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript, "Graffiti Pedagogy: Designing Curriculum Through Urban Expression," provides a significant and innovative contribution to the scientific community by reimagining urban graffiti as a powerful pedagogical tool. I appreciate how the author frames graffiti not as mere defacement, but as a legitimate, multifaceted form of knowledge, storytelling, and cultural resistance that can deeply enrich curriculum design. The work is notable for its theoretical rigor, blending multimodal learning and critical pedagogy, and for offering relevant case studies that demonstrate graffiti's potential to promote agency, creativity, and inclusivity among students.
One of the manuscript’s strengths is its advocacy for a curriculum that values marginalized voices and lived experiences, positioning students as co-creators of knowledge rather than passive recipients. The discussion of community engagement, interdisciplinary learning is broad and insightful. However, the manuscript could further benefit from practical frameworks or concrete strategies for educators to responsibly implement graffiti pedagogy in diverse educational contexts, especially regarding ethical, legal, and institutional challenges. Overall, I find this work original, thought-provoking, and impactful for advancing both educational research and practice within contemporary, culturally responsive frameworks.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title, "Graffiti Pedagogy: Designing Curriculum Through Urban Expression," is suitable as it accurately reflects the central theme and scope of the manuscript. It succinctly conveys the focus on using graffiti as a pedagogical tool integrated into curriculum design, emphasizing urban expression as a medium for educational innovation. However, if further specificity or clarity is desired, an alternative title could be: "Graffiti Pedagogy in Practice: Innovating Curriculum Design through Street Art and Urban Expression." This version highlights both the practical and theoretical elements while maintaining the manuscript’s original intent.

	

	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 of the manuscript is generally comprehensive, offering a well-articulated overview of the manuscript’s aims, theoretical framing, and the educational significance of graffiti pedagogy. It successfully sets the context by challenging common perceptions of graffiti and positions it as a legitimate tool for curriculum development and social commentary. The abstract also introduces the use of critical pedagogy and discusses the practical implications for both students and lecturers.
However, I suggest adding clearer references to specific case studies or examples that will be covered in the main text to illustrate the practical application of graffiti pedagogy. Including a brief note on the methodological approach or types of educational settings analyzed would enhance the reader's understanding of the manuscript’s scope. Additionally, streamlining or clarifying dense theoretical statements would improve readability and allow the main contributions and outcomes to stand out more prominently for prospective readers. No points in the current abstract necessarily need deletion, but focusing on these adjustments will improve its utility and impact.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness and technical soundness through its comprehensive theoretical grounding and engagement with contemporary educational frameworks such as critical pedagogy and multimodal learning. It references a broad spectrum of recent and relevant academic literature, supporting its claims with citations and drawing upon case studies that illustrate practical application in diverse educational settings. The author critically examines both the pedagogical potential and challenges of graffiti as a curriculum tool, addressing ethical, legal, and institutional considerations with appropriate nuance.
Moreover, the manuscript outlines clear methodologies for integrating graffiti into the classroom, describing processes for assessment, student agency, and community engagement, which enhances the validity and reliability of its educational interventions. The logical organization and the emphasis on interdisciplinary learning further strengthen the work’s scientific correctness, making the arguments well-supported, balanced, and applicable in real-world instructional contexts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references in this manuscript are both sufficient and notably recent, with many sources cited from 2023-2025, demonstrating the author's engagement with current academic discourse in the field of graffiti pedagogy, critical education, and multimodal learning. The bibliography draws from a diverse range of scholarly books, peer-reviewed articles, and dissertations, providing a robust foundation for the arguments presented. Key references include foundational works and contemporary studies, showing both breadth and depth.
To further strengthen the reference list, I suggest including more international perspectives, especially case studies from non-Western contexts where urban art intersects with educational reform. Additionally, incorporating literature on digital graffiti or virtual mural projects could enhance the manuscript’s relevance in technologically infused learning environments. If possible, referencing policy documents or institutional reports about street art in education would also provide practical support for some claims. Overall, the references are comprehensive and well chosen, but expanding to include these supplementary perspectives would enhance the manuscript's global and applied relevance.
	

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

	
The manuscript demonstrates strong academic English competence and a rich, expressive writing style, suitable for scholarly communication after moderate language revision. The prose is intellectually engaging but occasionally verbose and overly figurative. A careful professional copyedit focused on conciseness, grammar, and flow will significantly improve readability and ensure alignment with journal standards.



	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript is a thought-provoking and innovative exploration of urban graffiti as a pedagogical tool, offering fresh perspectives on curriculum design and student engagement. Its strengths lie in a well-structured narrative, strong theoretical grounding, and thorough use of case studies that illustrate the transformative potential of graffiti pedagogy for fostering creativity, critical thinking, and inclusivity. The manuscript also provides a comprehensive discussion of ethical, policy, and practical considerations, situating graffiti-based learning within wider debates about equity and culturally responsive education.
A few areas for enhancement include adding more concrete, actionable strategies for educators implementing graffiti pedagogy and exploring non-Western case studies to broaden its global relevance. The clarity and accessibility of some theoretical sections could be improved to increase the manuscript’s reach among a wider readership. Overall, this work makes a substantial and original contribution to the literature on critical pedagogy, curriculum innovation, and interdisciplinary teaching, and I strongly encourage its further development and dissemination.
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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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