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NAME OF REVIEWER:
Dr.  Sadiq Sait Mohammed
DEPARTMENT/ADDRESS:  Computer Engineering Dept.
TITLE OF THE PROPOSAL: Model of  eGovernance Based on Knowledge Management.
APPLICANT:
Dr. Paul Manuel and Dr. Salahadin Adam Mohamed
DEPARTMENT:
 Information and Computer Sciences Department
=================================================================================

TO THE  REVIEWER : To what degree are you familiar with the proposed topic?

░░
I am actively engaged in research in this specific area.

X
I have carried out research in the past in this specific area.

░░
My experience is in the general area but I have not worked in this specific area.

░░
Other Comments: Fairly well, my paper has been cited in the proposal,  and I have worked in a similar area on a major KACST funded project that was completely successfully recently.
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1.
Literature Search


I rate the proponent's efforts in reviewing previous work on the subject as :


░░ EXCELLENT
X  VERY GOOD
   ░░ GOOD
░░ ADEQUATE
░░ POOR


Please justify your rating and also indicate any other references which you think are of importance to the project:

There is a huge amound of literature available on both knowledge management and on eGovernance. More intensive work could be done to determine what is going on in the areas. And this is one of the tasks set out to be accomplished as a part of the project execution. 

2.
Project Objectives:

(1) From the point of view of advancing basic research the stated project objectives are:



░░ VERY IMPORTANT
░░ IMPORTANT
░░ NOT IMPORTANT


Please justify your rating:


It is a two part project, one of which involves  investigation (and perhaps   the design) of a model for eGovernance based on knowledge management. The amount of basic research element seems minimal. 

(b)
From an applied research point of view


The stated project objectives are:



X  VERY IMPORTANT
░░ IMPORTANT
░░ NOT IMPORTANT


Please justify your rating:


The project falls better in the category of applied research. A model will be investigated, which may mean adopted, borrowed, or searched and modified to meet the needs of eGovernance, and the second phase ivolves the development of appropriate software (which the proponents  call SMART)  based on the model proposed in the first phase. They do talk of a proposed design of the model in the first phase, and even this acticity better fall in the area of applied rather than basic research. 
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3.
Project Design

X  CLEAR

░░ VAGUE

░░ OBSCURE

░░ NON-EXISTENT


Please justify your rating:

The proposal details how the two phases are going to be implemented and how the four tasks are going to be accomplished. Other than literature review and authoring of publications, the other two tasks are identical to the two phases proposed, which I think is alright in a short term project. 
4.
Utilization Plan (for using the research results)

X  CLEAR

░░ VAGUE

░░ OBSCURE

░░ NON-EXISTENT


Please justify your rating:

Most of the utilization suggested is either as contribution to literature in terms of conference/journal papers or to local committees and research groups in the college which can benefit from this initial work.  

____________________________________________________________________________________

5.
Manpower Requirements

The composition of the research team (including research assistants),  taking into consideration their number and expertise,  is



░░ MORE THAN REQUIRED
X  SUFFICIENT
░░ INSUFFICIENT


to satisfy the project's manpower requirements.


Please justify your rating (also include your estimate of the composition of the team if it differs from the proponent's)

Involves two investigators, one graduate student to work on the model and three senior undergrad students for software development. The compositoin seems fair. 
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6.
Time Requirement

With the ultimate objectives of the project in mind, I think that the period of the project as requested by the proponent is:



░░ AN OVERESTIMATE
X   A GOOD ESTIMATE
░░ AN UNDERESTIMATE


Please justify your rating (also include your estimated time  if it differs from the proponent's):​


Software development can take time, and the proponents plan to utilize undergrad students from the CCSE to complete their tasks. If they are lucky to attract good students (which are available in abundance) they should be able to deliver a satisfactory product. 
7. (a)  From what I know of the proponents, directly or through their biographical sketches included in the proposal, I rate the capability of the principal investigator to conduct and manage the project as:


X  EXCELLENT
░░ VERY GOOD
░░ GOOD
░░ ADEQUATE
░░ POOR


Please justify your rating:

Research publications are impressive, has been recently active (very good journal publications in 2002/2003),  and his co-investigator is also a very competent faculty. 

____________________________________________________________________________________
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8.
Methods and Approach

Keeping the ultimate objectives in mind, I rate the likelihood that these objectives will be achieved with the suggested methods and approach as:


░░ VERY HIGH

X   HIGH

░░ LOW

░░ VERY LOW


Please justify your rating:

Standard methods will be employed. Nothing out of the box. 

____________________________________________________________________________________

9.
The proposal

In summary, I rate the proposal as:


░░ EXCELLENT
X VERY GOOD
░░ GOOD
░░ ADEQUATE
░░ POOR


Please justify your rating:

Is well written (for a short term project)  and I support its funding. 

____________________________________________________________________________________

10.
Additional comments, if any:

The proposal is very well written and I enjoyed reading it. It clearly defines the What and Why of eGovernance, explains the existing model based on adminstration and citizens, and itemizes the available tools.  The project objectives are brought out well. One graduate student will be involved in the study of the development of the model while 3 senior software engineering students will be employed in the second phases (this phase is to be accomplished through senior design project, which will require very intensive involvement of the investigators).

The project description is clear and various relevant management systems are explained well. Features of the proposed SMART system are also depicted clearly. Among the research objectives, the study of  Knowledge management lifecycle from the perspective of eGovernance  is also included in the text. 

Budget is severely underestimated, the graduate/undergrad students will need more incentives to deliver quality work. 


____________________________________________________________________________________

11.
(a)
I know the principal investigator


X  PERSONALLY    & 
X    PROFESSIONALLY
░░ BY REPUTATION
░░ NOT AT ALL


Please comment: 


In the sense that he is a colleague  in one of our departments in the college where I work. He also is a member of  the SWE research group where I too am a member. The co-investigator is also known to me,  he is an ex-student of the ICS department, and has recently returned as a faculty. 





SIGNATURE ___________________________________________






TITLE: Professor and Chairman





ADDRESS: KFUPM, Department of Computer Engineering





PHONE
: 1280/2110/2217





FAX
3059





EMAIL ADDRESS: sadiq@kfupm.edu.sa
Please return this form within 21 days of  receipt to:




THE  DEANSHIP OF SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH




KING  FAHD  UNIVERSITY  OF  PETROLEUM  &  MINERALS




BOX # 5055




DHAHRAN  31261,  SAUDI ARABIA


Our Fax Number 

:
00 966 3 8602829


Our Email Address
:
src@kfupm.edu.sa


Our Telephone No.
:
00 966 3 8602800








