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Total number of reviewers approached*:

Total number of reports received:

Number of reports from reviewers nominated by the Specialist Committee

Number of reports from reviewers based in South Africa

Number of reports from reviewers based outside South Africa

Number approached nominated by Specialist Committee

6Number approached nominated by applicant

13

2Number of reports from reviewers nominated by the applicant

Total number of reports used:

Reviewer Profile:

*Includes reviewers who declined to assist, who indicated that they are not to be approached on the system, who did not respond to
the invitation to review or who were not approached because they were marked as inappropriate by the members of the Specialist
Committee.

Narrative justification of outcome (See attached the Definition of NRF Rating Categories document):

It is the firm belief of all the reviewers that you are a well-established researcher who is recognized nationally and 
internationally by your peers with a body of high-quality research output in the area of Contemporary Continental Philosophy, 
with some recognising you as having a sound international reputation in your field.

Points raised by reviewers which you may wish to consider:

You are acknowledged by reviewers for having made important contributions to the field of Contemporary Continental 
Philosophy.

Reviewers mention that your research portfolio over the past eight years indicates that you have made an outstanding 
contribution to the field.13 articles and 8 book chapters published since 2015 evince your consistent scholarship probing the
themes of ethics, time, and critical resistance within neoliberal governmentality. Moreover, your exploration of such themes 
is also exemplified in your well-chosen selection of best research outputs over the last 8 years. Reviewers deem your focus 
on ethics, approached through the lens of Levinas, to be important at this historical juncture, characterized as it is by growing 
socio-political intolerance and violence. 

Reviewers positively comment on the fact that you have dealt with diverse themes while retaining good quality and originality.

Your bibliographic sources and your critical engagements reflect the fact that you are conversant with and adept at working 
with the current government literature. Your work does more than simply refract that literature. Tracing the compulsion to 
work to ancient philosophical sources adds a new dimension to governmentality studies, allowing us to "get inside the 
heads" of neoliberal knowledge workers. You take up the problem of post-Fordist managerial cultures in a manner that 
would give this book the edge over less theoretically oriented studies. Although it is too early to assess the impact of a book 
published so recently, reviewers are of the opinion that this book ranks highly work in this field. It is theoretically nuanced 
and empirically rigorous.

Reviewers positively acknowledge the number of papers that you have published and encourage you to sustain your 
publication record. Continue publishing in top-ranked journals as this will be important in extending your international profile 
and the international impact of your work. The number of your outputs, which totals 24 within the period of 8 years testifies to 
your prominence, more so for the fact that most of them were published internationally. You are selecting appropriate 
venues for your work and should continue to target the top international outlets in the field. 

Reviewers suggest the following:

● Some reviewers would be very interested to read about the extent to which the global drive toward mandatory 
vaccination as a response to the Covid-

19 pandemic, might be construed in 'disaster capitalist' terms.

● In your future plan with studies on Foucault, you could include South African politics, particularly to investigate the 
impact of neoliberalism, on increasing inequalities and poverty.  

One reviewer suggests that the next challenge would be the integration of the separate research threads with which you 
have been engaged.




