Assessment form for 8-month paper / extended research proposal
Name PhD candidate: 
Title Project:

Name reviewer:

Score all criteria in terms of 1-4:
(1) – Outstanding

(2) – Good

(3) – Average

(4) – Below average

	Criteria
	Score (1-4)
	Additional comments

	Clarity research problem and motivation thereof (Are there clearly formulated questions and a motivation thereof? Does it explain why this a productive and interesting problem is to investigate?)

	
	

	Originality (Is the relevance of the research question in relation to previous studies clearly explained? what is its theoretical and social relevance? Will it make an original contribution to the field?)

	
	

	Literature review and theoretical positioning (Are the main discussions and arguments identified, evaluated and the relevance of these and previous studies for the research problem assessed?  Does the proposal distinguish different approaches or schools of thought in the literature on the research topic? How does the candidate position her or himself in these debates?)
	
	

	Language and style (Is the English clear and correct? Are the candidate’s arguments sufficiently articulated? Is the style of writing adequate for academic standards? Are sources properly quoted, and are cited sources consistently provided in a reference list?)

	
	

	Description of the field (research locality) (Is there a an adequate review of the relevant histories and ethnographies or other materials relevant to delineating of the field where the research takes place)


	
	

	Methodology (Is there a proper description of what materials will be needed to address the research problem, what sources and methods will be used, how and why?)


	
	

	Ethics (Does the proposal address what kinds of ethical issues this particular research raises and how are these will be anticipated? How will necessary permits be obtained and how will identity and privacy human and/or non-human subjects be protected?)


	
	

	Research schedule (Is time properly and realistically allocated before, during and after the research in the field? How and when will the results be disseminated, when are chapters written? Does this seem a realistic and feasible planning of things?)  


	
	


Final assessment

	
	Put an ‘X’ in one of the boxes below 

	A: Accept
	

	B: Revise & Resubmit
	

	C: Reject
	

	Argumentation/clarification final assessment:
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