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 Data specification model not present. This should 
clearly define and highlight the relationship between 
the independent and dependent variables being 
investigated. 

 
As this is predominantly a quantitative (statistical 
sampling) based on research (with no literature 
reviews or theories being incorporated), certain vital 
elements, such as a data specification model should  not 
be omitted - as well as vital elements required in the 
accurate interpretation of data results . 
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Although none of the references in the main body of the text 
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