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REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 1: Field of the research
Has the field of research been appropriately identified within the discipline?

Section 2: Provisional title
Is the title aligned with the research goals, content, and method? Does the title accurately and succinctly reflect what the research is about?

Section 3: Research context  
Has the context of the study been outlined clearly by providing the background to the study? Have the foremost theories and/or literature been described, and has the relevant research utilised the theory to show the study's intended contribution? Has the reason why the research is being undertaken been explained?

	Note: You might consider the following detailed points to guide your response in this section:
· The background information provides the reader with enough information to understand and contextualise the research and is to the point.
· The related theory and/or literature provides a reflection of the current state of research in the field.
· The research context is structured from broad (about the topic) to specific (about the research or investigation).
· The problem that the research will address is clearly identified and discussed.
· Technical terms based on the theory are defined and used consistently.
· For a PhD, the novelty of the research needs to be clearly communicated. This could be further elaborated on in the next section.



Section 4: Goals of the research
Have the research goals been clearly stated? Where applicable, have the goals been broken down into a coherent set of realistic and achievable objectives/research questions? Are the goals aligned with the research context [i.e. Section 3]? Is the outcome of what the research is intended to do clear?

	[bookmark: _Hlk188724683]Note: For a PhD, there should be a clear demonstration of an intent to make an original contribution, i.e. the significance of the research should be clearly stated. 



Section 5: Methods, procedures, techniques, and ethical considerations
[bookmark: _Hlk188724706]Is there a clear description of how the research will be conducted? Has the research paradigm, research method, data gathering techniques, sampling method, sample size and data analysis procedures been explained?  Are they coherent and appropriate for meeting the research goals [i.e. Section 4] and the nature of the thesis (e.g. half-thesis/full thesis Masters/Doctorate)?  If appropriate, has the scope been delineated? Are the quality criteria described? 

	Note: You might consider the following detailed points to guide your response in this section:
· The research paradigm has been stated, where appropriate
· The research methodology indicates how the research will be done. 
· Reference should be made to the data gathering technique(s) used, how and from whom data will be collected and the type and size of sampling used, where appropriate.
· In the case of a quantitative study, the research instrument to be used is referred to and briefly explained. 
· In a qualitative study, is it explicit or an indication of what data will be collected from which sources and how this is related to the research goals and objectives? It should be explained accordingly if it is impossible to state this explicitly.
· How the data will be analysed is explained, and it is clear how the analyses address the requirements of the research goals and objectives.



Is there an indication of the type of ethics application (and risk where appropriate) required?  

	Note: One of the following options should be indicated: 
· No ethics application form will be submitted using the Ethical Review Application System (ERAS) for publicly available data (low-risk desktop research). Instead, the research declaration form should be completed. This form is available at: https://www.ru.ac.za/facultyofcommerce/intranet/research/
· An ethics application form for HUMAN SUBJECTS will be submitted using the Ethical Review Application System (ERAS) to RUESC.  



List of references 
[bookmark: _Hlk191890641]The Harvard referencing style must be consistent.  The types of sources used are scholarly and current. All citations referred to in the text are included in the reference list. The Emerald Harvard guide is preferred in the Faculty of Commerce and can be found at https://www.emeraldgrouppublishing. com/how-to/authoring-editing-reviewing/use-harvard-reference-system

Decision
Indicate by making a cross in the right-hand column whether you recommend that the proposal be:

	Accepted	
	☐
	Conditionally accepted based on the concerns raised in the reviewer report, with amendments being made to the supervisor(s ) satisfaction.
	☐
	Conditionally accepted based on the concerns raised in the reviewer report, with amendments being made to the supervisor(s) and reader(s) satisfaction.
	☐
	The proposal is referred back for reconsideration and resubmission to a future Higher Degrees Committee meeting.
	☐
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