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• By providing conclusions of a scope and theoretical level not usually accomplished in 
individual studies, reviews provide a bridge between a wide array of studies and the 
reader who, under normal circumstances, would not have the resources to read all of 
these studies. 

 
• Finally, a review article can take on the role of addressing the most pertinent, and 

sometimes the most provocative, questions in a discipline or an area of applied practice.  
 
 
The Policies for Review Articles under the Faculty Research Program 
 
1. The review article should be prepared by a single faculty proponent or a team of proponents. 

A single proponent will be receiving a maximum of 6-unit-deloading for one academic year.  
A team of proponents will be receiving a maximum of 9-unit-deloading to be shared among 
the proponents. 
 

2. A review article project can be undertaken in addition to one on-going URCO Faculty 
Research Program project, subject to the approval of the College Research Council. 

 
3. The proponent(s) should be able to demonstrate a track record in the research area of studies 

to be reviewed, primarily, through previous publications in the area 
 

4. The review articles to be proposed are to be of the following types: 
 
a) Narrative review 
b) Systematic or meta-analytical review 
c) Historical review 

 
5. Direct research funding for the writing of review articles will consist of the following: 

 
a) Materials and supplies 
b) Journal article downloading expenses 
c) Research assistantship 
d) Communication and transportation 

 
6. The review article project shall be considered complete with the publication, or acceptance 


