REVIEWER EVALUATION – JOURNAL OF CASE STUDIES

Case Title: A Company Named $5 Pizza

Reviewer #:  unknown

	CASE

	Criteria
	Yes
	No
	NA
	Comments

	Memorandum addressing feedback from Summer Workshop is provided if case was presented at the workshop
	
	x
	
	

	Figures and tables are relevant
	x
	
	
	
A clearer explanation of table 3 is needed. 


	Figures and tables are clearly referenced in the body of the case.
	x
	
	
	



	Free of grammar, punctuation, & spelling errors.
	
	
	
	
Very minor issues.


	Written in past tense
	
x

	
	
	

	Case follows author guidelines (http://sfcr.org/docs/SCR_Manuscript_Guidelines_for_Authors.pdf)
	
	
	
	

	SCORED ASSESSMENT

	Rate the following characteristic as 
1 = low 2, 3, 4, 5 = high. 
	Mark by the left side of the number to indicate your selection of
1 = low 2, 3, 4, 5 = high

	The case will generate interesting discussion for the class
	_____1  	______2  __x__3 _____4  	___5  


	The case is relevant and appropriate to the discipline

	_____1  	______2  ____3  	_x___4  	___5  

	The case information accurately reflects a real situation

	_____1  	______2  ____3  	_____4  	_x__5  

	The case flows well--it is easy to read/follow story

	_____1  	______2  __x_3  	_____4  	___5  

	Appropriate literature/research is referenced

	_____1  	______2  ____3  	__x__4  	___5  

	The case is timely – focuses on a current issue.  

	_____1  	______2  ____3  	_____4  	x__5  

	Hook is effective for catching the reader’s interest.
There still doesn’t seem to be much of a hook.  A business has a name with $5 in it, costs have gone up… ok, grab our attention.

	_____1  	__x___2  ____3  	_____4  	___5  

	The case describes a provocative/interesting situation
I find this situation interesting, but not provocative.
	_____1  	______2  _x__3  	_____4  	___5  


	The case fosters student’s use of their knowledge and skill.
There really seems to be only 2 discussion questions.  If the student reports in DQ1 that you cannot make a pizza for $5 in 2020, then DQ2 seems redundant.
	_____1  	____x_2  ____3  	_____4  	___5  


	The case or teaching note (in general discussion or additional pedagogical materials) contains information students need to make an informed decision or analysis. 
It needs to be clearer what information (beyond the case itself) student would be given to help answer the discussion questions.

	
_____1  	___x__2  ____3  	_____4  	___5  

	OVERALL ASSESSMENT

	For each item, place a check mark in the appropriate column.  For both ‘minor’ and ‘major’ revisions, provide specific recommendations that must be met in order for you to recommend publication.
	No additional revisions are needed. Recommend publication.
	Minor revisions are needed 
	Major revisions are needed 

	Case:

	
	
	x

	Additional Comments: It is clear that the authors made substantial changes based on the comments received.  The lack of a serious hook needs to be addressed.  It is possible this is more difficult given that this is a descriptive, not decision based, case.  Where did the pizza ingredients cost come from? The tomato/sauce cost per oz is way off.  A quick search of Webstaurant.com shows the per oz price for sauce to be 3.95 cents (4.19 for a 106 oz can), and that is for one can, there is bulk pricing available.  In the case it shows a price of $1.03/oz.  It states that each pizza requires 5 oz of sauce, so right there, by the case numbers, it would be over $5 cost just in sauce.  However, you can get that amount of sauce for under 20 cents, so that would greatly impact the overall costs of a pizza (lowering it to below the $5 level).  Given the pandemic I suppose it is possible tomatoes were 15 dollars a pound, but right now, still in the pandemic, that is not the case.  I understand using the recipe from NY to get the ingredient sizes, but perhaps researching the ingredient costs in Minnesota would be prudent.  With more realistic costs, this makes DQ1 and DQ2 much more interesting in my opinion.  If 2020 costs are below $5, the looking forward to 2030 and the impact of inflation is certainly important.  If you are already over $5 in 2020 then it most certainly would only be worse moving forward.


	Case should be considered for best case award. 
	Yes
	No     

	
	
	x

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


	TEACHING NOTE

	Criteria
	Yes
	No
	Comments

	Case Overview identifies courses in which the Case could be used.
	x
	
	

	Research Methods states whether the case is decision or descriptive.
	x
	
	

	Research Methods informs whether the case is field researched or solely from secondary sources.
	x
	
	

	Research Methods includes statement on whether or not the case is disguised.  If the latter, states how.
	x
	
	

	List of learning outcomes [what the student will be able to do] NOT teaching objectives included.
	x
	
	

	List of questions for students to answer?
	x
	
	

	Restatement of each question with answer?
	x
	
	

	Follows author guidelines for teaching note (http://sfcr.org/docs/SCR_Manuscript_Guidelines_for_Authors.pdf)
	
	
	

	SCORED ASSESSMENT

		Rate the following characteristic as 
1 = low 2, 3, 4, 5 = high. 
	Mark by the left side of the number to indicate your selection of
1 = low 2, 3, 4, 5 = high



		Mark by the left side of the number to indicate your selection of 1 = low 2, 3, 4, 5 = high
	Mark by the left side of the number to indicate your selection of
1 = low 2, 3, 4, 5 = high




	 
	_____1  	______2  ____3  	_____4  	____5  


	Learning outcomes are appropriate for the focus of the case (e.g. are there higher order Bloom’s Taxonomy verbs?).

	_____1  	______2  __x_3  	_____4  	____5  

	Questions are appropriately rigorous for the stated learning outcomes?

	_____1  	______2  _x__3  	_____4  	____5  

	There are an adequate number of questions to provide sufficient breadth of coverage for the instructor

I have talked above about DQ1 and DQ2.  Three seems a little light in content, however if this was used as a mini case the I can see having only 3.
	_____1  	______2  _x__3  	_____4  	____5  

	Answers indicate a substantial response expected from an “A” student, including use of applicable theories, formulas, laws, etc. [A non-expert could use the answers to assess the students’ response]

In Q1 the authors show table 1 which includes a calculation of the total cost of the pizza ingredients (my issues with this have already been discussed), but there is no discussion beyond just providing a table.  The is no statement, no discussion, it simply shows $7.12.  I know that is higher than $5, students know it is higher than $5, but they need to answer the question.  An A student would provide that statement.

DQ2 and DQ3 seem to be discussion of the question but not an A students example answer (this is required as this criteria box shows, and is in the guidelines for authors as well.
In DQ3, under option A, 3rd paragraph, 1st sentence, it says “Panned”, do you mean planned?
How does option B relate to the cost of pizzas/vs the name?  Does option B assume the business I going to also do option A and rename itself?
	
____1  	___x__2  ____3  	_____4  	____5  

	Developing responses to the questions will help students understand and/or apply concepts, theories, and techniques appropriate to the courses identified.

I don’t think DQ1 relates to LO1.  All DQ1 does is have the students run a calculation. (I like them doing the calculation, don’t get me wrong.)  LO1 talks about viability of a pricing decision, that isn’t discussed at all in DQ1.

	_____1  	___x__2  ____3  	_____4  	____5  

	Appropriate literature/research is referenced.

	_____1  	______2  ____3  	___x_4  	____5  

	Should this Case with its Teaching Note be considered for the Best Case Award?  

	
x_1  	______2  ____3  	_____4  	____5  

	OVERALL ASSESSMENT

	For each item, place a check mark in the appropriate column.  For both ‘minor’ and ‘major’ revisions, provide specific recommendations that must be met in order for you to recommend publication.
	No additional revisions are needed. TN is ready.
	Minor revisions are needed 
	Major revisions are needed 

	Teaching Note:

	
	
	x

	Additional Comments:
I like the topic.  I like that the authors took the comments from the first review seriously.  Without a serious hook, and without potentially more rigor and matching of LO’s to DQ’s, I feel it is still lacking.  



