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Is the topic and its treatment of interest for JoWR-readers?


[   ]
2.
Is the (national) context explained for international audiences?
            [   ]
3. 
Is the theoretical framework comprehensive and relevant 

for the problem being treated?






[   ]

4.
Are the aims clearly stated?






[   ] 

5.
Is the method adequate for the problem under study?



[   ]

6.
Is the qualitative/quantitative data-analysis adequate and appropriate?

[   ]
7.
Are conclusions carefully drawn and supported by data?


[   ]

8.
Does the discussion link clearly to and clarify the data presented? 

[   ]

9.
Is the manuscript well written?
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10.
Did comprehension become difficult because of
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[  ]

b. Superfluous information ?





[  ]

c. Poor organization of the text?
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d. Lack of clarity in tables, excerpts, figures?
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e. Style?
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c. Accurate summary presented of the abstract?
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