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	FOR THE REVIEWER: Please contact the editor ASAP if you feel that you must decline reviewing this paper for any reason (conflict of interest, time pressures), so that we have time to obtain another reviewer by deadline.

	Recommendation: (please indicate one with an "X" )--

_____  1. Accept this paper either as it is, or subject to minor revisions. 

_____  2. Invite the author(s) to submit a revised version for further review.

_____  3. Reject.


(Please place an ‘"X" beside whichever answer you endorse.)

	Evaluation:
	Does not Apply
	Not acceptable
	Barely acceptable
	Acceptable
	Good

	1. Overall design or conception .................
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	2. Sample size ............................................
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	3. Representativeness of sample ................
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	4. Measurement methodology ....................
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    Rigour in methodology ...........................
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	8. Accuracy of literature presentation ........
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	9. Importance of findings ...........................
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	4

	10. Findings are well-communicated ........
	0
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	11. Persuasive argument .......……….…...
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COMMENTS FOR THE EDITOR: Please send any confidential comments to the editor in a separate  e-mail.

COMMENTS FOR THE AUTHORS: Please read the following page of Guidance for reviewers  before you write your comments to the authors on a separate page.

Guidance for reviewers
Important notes: A good review makes it clear to the author and the editor what positive and negative aspects a paper may have, especially in the context of other allied work in the field. It offers constructive criticism to the author so that s/he knows what would improve the paper. 

When commenting to the author(s): 

1. A reviewer of the second version of a paper should not raise new criticism based on the first version: the first review should have covered all concerns. (To later raise new criticism about the first draft could result in an endless cycle of critique and response.) 

2. Please do not tell the author whether you feel that the paper should be published or not. Your review should provide guidance, noting limitations of the research and ways it can be improved. The editor will give the reasons for rejection or acceptance when he corresponds with the authors. 

3. A good rule of thumb is to write your comments as if addressing someone you know. Constructive criticism, courtesy, and respect are important. Adverse comments relating to the authors themselves are inappropriate.

4. Please number your comments. When inviting a resubmission we will ask authors to address each numbered comment, and to indicate where they do so.

5. Please check that the manuscript title and number are correctly entered on the top of each page of comments.

The review section titles offered here are offered only as a guide. They are not required. We recognize that many reviewers have their own preferred approaches for offering guidance. 

1. General remarks. Here you might note the major positive and negative aspects of a paper. 

2. Evaluation of findings. Please draw attention to problems with the design of the study, faulty findings or unfounded conclusions. Examples include: incorrect statistical analysis, overgeneralization from the sample or measures, inadequate control(s), measurement error or bias, illogical argument, dubious assumptions, unwarranted assignment of causality, and failure to rule out plausible alternative explanations.

3. Comments on the text. Problems with the text can include poor use of English, vague or incorrect terminology, faulty representation of relevant research literature, illogical argumentation, failure to discuss alternative explanations of the findings, or limitations. Concerning English usage, please note that, once accepted, all papers receive studious copyediting for spelling, grammar, punctuation, and  issues of style. Therefore a reviewer need not comment on these areas unless she strongly wishes to do so. 

4. Other comments. Here you may wish to make other comments not covered above. 

Thank you for aiding the peer review process at the Journal of Gambling Issues! 
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