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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Row 115: The study is from 2010. Is it relevant in 2019? 
Rows 177-196: A scientific survey needs sample`s calculation. How do you know answers 
from 50 companies are relevant? How many companies received questionnaires? Only 50 
and they all answered? Hard to belive. 
 

 
The target population comprised of 58 prominent employers of TVET 
graduates in Uganda. The sample size was determined using Krejie and 
Morgans' table (1970). Accordingly, for a target population of 58, the sample 
size was 50. 
 
The researchers conveniently administered and followed up the 50 
questionnaires which were distributed to the respondents to ensure that they 
were all properly filled and returned. 
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