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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

(i) The objectives of the paper are not clearly stated.  This must be 

addressed by rewriting the Introduction section of the 

paper. 

(ii) The literature Review  should be reorganised with the major 

concept of Administrative Examination and Approval 

System analysed adequately.  From the argument of the 

paper, one can guess that the dependent variable is 

Economic/Social Development. But this has not been given 

adequate attention especially in the literature review.   

(iii)  The methodology of the paper has not been properly 

discussed. This leaves one to wonder how much use news 

reportage is to a research on Evolution of administrative  

and Approval System. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The language of the Paper needs to be refined. The author must adopt better 

language in the presentation of his/her argument.  

 

Optional/General comments 

 

The topic of the paper is an interesting one. The author have in his/her 

reach, a great deal of data  which could make the paper of a useful value. 
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