Peer Review of Research Proposal

1. Objectives (1 point)

Research question/focus provided:  Outline, in your words, the central question/concern of the research proposal under review.
Is the question clearly stated?

Is the research outlined realistic/”doable”/plausible?

2. Perspectives/Theoretical Framework (1 point).

Is there a clearly stated framework? 

Is it thoroughly grounded in relevant articles/studies?

Is it suited to this investigation?

Is there evidence that the author knows about alternative methods/frameworks and has chosen the one presented for a reason?

3. Methods/Techniques of Investigation (2 points):

Theory informs methodology, and methodology informs methods…

Is such coherence present in the proposal? 

Are the methods outlined consistent with and suited to the research question/focus? 

4. Data Sources (1 point):

Are the sources of data suitable? Realistic? Adequate? Ethical?

5. Anticipated Outcomes (1 point)

Are the outcomes related to and consistent with the study?

What’s the significance? 

Is there evidence that the author has really thought the study through to the potential outcomes? 

Are any claims/presentations of anticipated outcomes consistent with and related to the investigator’s theoretical orientation? (i.e. If the author’s theory stresses entering the investigation with no preconceptions, then the author shouldn’t preclude the results…)

6. Educational Significance/ Policy and/or Practice Implications (1 point)

What is the significance of this investigation?

Does the author consider whether/how their considerations are valid/relevant?

7. Title (1 point)

Is it good? Does it suit the study? 

8. Abstract (1 point)

Well written, summative, sufficiently brief? (Should be about 100 words!)

9. Writing/Presentation (1 point)
Is this a clean submission? 

Total Score:  / 10 

