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All graduate students of the Graduate Institute of Medical Humanities (GIMH) are required to
write a comprehensive research proposal and pass the review process before being allowed to
start the data collection for their thesis.
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The research proposal must include the following content:
1. Abstract
Introduction
Literature review addressing the relevant literature for the stated project
Theoretical orientation
Justification for the study / Statement of Purpose
Research question(s) and objectives
Methodological orientation

© N O U A WN

Data collection methods to be used
a. Access

b. Inclusion criteria
c. Sampling
d. Procedures
e. Analysis

f. Etc.
9. Ethical considerations
10. Timeline
11. Any data collection tools (e.g. survey, interview guide, etc).
12. Reference List
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Students’ research proposals will be assessed by at least 2 reviewers — their supervisor(s) and
another TMU faculty member who has the ability to access the quality of the proposal. The
second reviewer should have knowledge of the theoretical focus of the proposed study, the
research topic, or the proposed methodology. If no suitable reviewer is employed at TMU, then
the supervisor may seek the permission of the GIMH board to look for an external reviewer.
Upon the request the board members may propose internal faculty who they believe would be
suitable reviewers. GIMH will cover the costs of hiring either an internal or external reviewer
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The assessment will take place in two stages. First, the reviewers will read the proposal, assess
its content, and prepare written feedback using the Proposal Examination Evaluation Form.
Second, a semi-public mini oral reviews session will be held. Those wishing to attend the oral
review session must seek permission from the student’s supervisor.

In the oral review session, the student will be asked to give a 10 minute introduction to their
research proposal, which will be followed by the reviewers asking for clarifying or additional
information. The reviewers will then have up to 30 minutes to discuss in private their
assessment of the students written proposal and oral examination. Verbal and written feedback
will then be provided to the student.
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The reviewers will assess the research proposal based on:
1. Demonstrated knowledge of the research topic and relevant literature
2. Engagement with relevant social science or medical humanities theories and
concepts
Justification for the study
Feasibility of the study
Preparedness to conduct the study based on proposed methods
Awareness of potential ethical dilemmas encountered during data collection
Clarity of the proposal

© N o AW

Structure of the proposal
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The research proposal will be assessed on a pass, minor revisions, rewrite basis. Students who
pass will be allowed to start their data collection. Students who receive minor revisions will be
required to revise their proposal based on the feedback from the reviewers. The revisions will
be reviewed by the supervisor. Students who are required to rewrite their proposal will be
required to substantially rework their research proposal based on the feedback from the
reviewers. The revisions will then be reviewed by both the supervisor and the second reviewer.
A second min-oral review session will not be required. Students who do not complete their
minor revisions or rewrite will not be allowed to start their data collection, and therefore will
not be able to complete the master’s program.
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There is no set time frame for the completion of the research proposal or the mini oral review
sessions, however, faculty are required to encourage their supervisees to submit their research
proposal by the end of the 1t year. Once the proposal has been submitted, the reviewers will
be given up to 4 weeks to review the proposal and prepare their comments for the mini oral
review session.
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