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1. 	INTRODUCTION
This paper presents criteria for assessing preliminary research proposals submitted by potential candidates applying to enrol in the PhD Programme at Women’s University in Africa (WUA).  The paper aims to make the selection of PhD candidates transparent, credible and reliable.  The criteria are for use by members of the Higher Degrees Committee of WUA.  
The paper is structured as follows:  Section 2 contains an assessment guide; Section 3 presents the twelve areas of assessment which include the title, abstract, introduction, review of relevant literature and originality, statement of the research problem, objectives, key research question(s) or hypotheses, research methodology, research methods, research ethics, research plan and timeline, and references.  Finally, there is space for comments at the end of Section 4. 

2. 	ASSESSMENT GUIDE
The aforementioned areas of assessment are allocated differential ratings as follows: 0 = absent; 1 = poor; 2 = average; 3 = good; 4 = very good; 5 = excellent.  Applicants whose ratings on these criteria are in the 3-5 range are eligible for provisional registration in the PhD Programme.

3.	ASSESSMENT AREAS AND RATINGS

3.1.  	Title of the thesis 
How well does the title of the thesis convey the precise meaning of the study that is to be carried out?	
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.2.  	Abstract
How well does the abstract summarise the proposed study?	
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.3.	Introduction
How well does the applicant introduce the subject matter and contents of the research proposal?
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.4.	Review of relevant literature and originality
How would you rate the applicant’s awareness and understanding of important debates in the relevant literature and ability to identify gaps in theory and practice that the proposed study will help to fill?	
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5





3.5. 	Statement of the research problem 
	How would you rate the applicant’s statement of the research problem? 
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.6.	Research objectives
	How would you rate the applicant’s articulation of research objectives?
	
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5





3.7.	Research questions or hypotheses
	How would you rate the applicant’s framing of research questions or hypotheses?	
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.8.	Research methodology	
3.8 (a) 	How would you rate the appropriateness of the applicant’s proposed research methodology for answering the study’s research questions or testing the hypotheses?
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.8 (b)	How would you rate the suitability of the research methods for generating answers to the study’s research questions or testing hypotheses?
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.9.	Research Ethics
	How well does the applicant address ethical issues that may arise in the proposed research?
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5



3.10.	Research plan & timeline
	How would you rate the feasibility of the proposed research plan and timeline? 

	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5




3.11.	References
How well does the applicant cite relevant sources of information and list these in the references?
	Absent
	Poor
	Average
	Good
	Very Good
	Excellent

	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5




4. 	Comments (Optional)
	………………………………………………………………………………………………………
	………………………………………………………………………………………………………

