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Overall Recommendation 
Please indicate your overall score for the accompanying research report in the box provided.  The overall scoring should be based on the following criteria:

	1
	Rejected
	Final report not accepted.

	2
	Unacceptable 
	Report should be returned to the investigators for major revisions, including rewriting, re-analysis and re-submission to the committee.  The report may be re-graded upon re-submission.

	3
	Accepted
	Report accepted conditional to the revision, re-submission and approval of the committee.  Failure to revise may lead to re-grading as a 1 or 2.

	4
	Satisfactory
	Report accepted by the committee.  Minor revisions to be made prior to publication of the document; report may be considered for wider distribution.  

	5
	Very satisfactory
	The report should be accepted without revision; dissemination report to be prepared for wider distribution.

	6
	Excellent
	The report should be accepted without revision; dissemination report to be prepared for wider distribution.


Summary comments and recommendations

Please complete the table below. 

	
	Yes
	No

	a
	Does the reviewer agree with the conclusions drawn by the author?
	
	

	b
	Does the study represent value for money?
	
	

	c
	Does the report merit dissemination to a wider readership?
	
	

	d
	Does the report comply with the investigators’ original proposal?
	
	


Please provide a written assessment of the quality of the report, or any additional or confidential comments, on the last page of this form.  
Name ______________________________              

Date __________________Signature ___________________________
Report Quality

Focus on the quality of the written report on this page

Please grade the report on a 3-point scale, as follows:

1=Unacceptable (U/A) or “No”(includes items that are poorly written or completely missing),

2= Satisfactory (Sat), 3= Good or “Yes” by marking the appropriate box (().

	Assessment categories
	1

U/A or No
	2

Sat
	3

Good or Yes

	1. Literature Review
	
	
	

	a)
	Were the literature references reported appropriately?
	
	
	

	2. Objectives
	
	
	

	a)
	Were the research questions stated clearly?
	
	
	

	b)
	Were the terms used to describe the objectives stated clearly?
	
	
	

	3. Study Design
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the rationale for choosing the study design described clearly?
	
	
	

	b)
	Were the details of the methods described clearly and consistently?
	
	
	

	4. Study Population
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the population under study described clearly?
	
	
	

	5. Method
	
	
	

	a)
	Were the analytical methods described appropriately?
	
	
	

	6. Validity and reliability
	
	
	

	a)
	Were sufficient data provided to determine the validity and reliability of the results?
	
	
	

	7. Results

	
	
	

	a)
	Were there sufficient data and analysis to judge the success of the project?
	
	
	

	8. Discussion

	a)
	Were the following addressed appropriately in the discussion

	
	
	

	
	i. execution of research?
	
	
	

	
	ii. observations and results? 
	
	
	

	
	iii.  conclusions?
	
	
	

	9. Limitations

	a)
	Were the limitations of the study described appropriately?
	
	
	

	10. Implications of the findings

	a)
	Did the researchers comment on the relevance of their findings in terms of:
	
	
	

	
	i. future research?


	
	
	

	
	ii. the provision of services?
	
	
	

	
	iii. the management of services?
	
	
	

	
	iv. policy?
	
	
	

	11. Dissemination of Results

	a)
	Was the plan for the dissemination of the results appropriate?
	
	
	


Overall Assessment of the Quality of the Report

	
	
	
	Score

	1
	Rejected
	Report quality does not meet the standard expected.
	

	2
	Unacceptable 
	Report is returned for major revisions, rewriting and re-submission.
	

	3
	Accepted
	Report quality is accepted conditional to the revision and re-submission.
	

	4
	Satisfactory
	Report quality is accepted; minor revisions are required.  
	

	5
	Very satisfactory
	Report quality is accepted without revision.
	

	6
	Excellent
	Report quality is accepted without revision.
	


Research Quality

Focus on the quality of the research on this page

Please grade the report on a 3-point scale, as follows:
1=Unacceptable (U/A) or “No”, 2=Satisfactory (Sat), 3=Good or “Yes” by marking the appropriate box ((), if the report complies with the original proposal. N/A= not applicable to the project.
NB: If the report does not comply with the original proposal, please complete the table on the following page. 
	
	Assessment categories
	1

U/A or No
	2

Sat
	3

Good or Yes

	12.  
	Study Design
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the methodology adhered to appropriately?

	
	
	

	13.  
	Results and Discussion
	
	
	

	a) 
	Was the analysis carried out appropriately?
	
	
	

	b) 
	Were there sufficient data and analysis to draw conclusions?
	
	
	

	c)  
	Were the conclusions drawn appropriate?
	
	
	

	d) 
	Were the results generalisable to the study population?
	
	
	

	e) 
	Was the discussion appropriate?
	
	
	

	14.  
	Overall Impression
	
	
	

	a)
	With the advantage of hindsight, how would you rate the original research and utility of the findings?
	
	
	


Overall Assessment of the Quality of the Research

	
	
	
	Score

	1
	Rejected
	Research quality does not meet the standard expected.
	

	2
	Unacceptable 
	Major revisions and re-analysis of the research are required.  Rewriting and re-submission are required.
	

	3
	Accepted
	Research is accepted conditional to the revision, re-analysis of the data and re-submission of the report.
	

	4
	Satisfactory
	Research is accepted; minor revisions in the analysis are required.
	

	5
	Very satisfactory
	The research is accepted without revision.
	

	6
	Excellent
	The research is accepted without revision.
	


For those reports that VARY from the original proposal

Research Quality
Focus on the quality of the research on this page

Please grade the report on a 3-point scale, as follows:
1=Unacceptable (U/A) or “No”, 2=Satisfactory (Sat), 3=Good or “Yes” by marking the appropriate box ((), if the report complies with the original proposal. N/A= not applicable to the project.
	
	Assessment categories
	1

U/A or No
	2

Sat
	3

Good or Yes

	15.
	Rationale for Changes
	
	
	

	a)
	Was sufficient rationale provided to support the changes to the proposed research?
	
	
	

	16.  
	Literature Review
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the literature referenced appropriately?
	
	
	

	17.  
	Objectives
	
	
	

	a)
	Were the research questions appropriate?
	
	
	

	18.  
	Study Design
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the study design appropriate?
	
	
	

	19.  
	Study Population
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the population under study appropriate?
	
	
	

	20.  
	Sample
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the sampling methodology appropriate?
	
	
	

	21.  
	Validity and reliability
	
	
	

	a)
	Were sufficient data provided to determine the validity and reliability of the results? 
	
	
	

	22.  
	Results and Discussion
	
	
	

	a)
	Was the analysis carried out appropriately?
	
	
	

	b)
	Were there sufficient data and analysis to draw conclusions?
	
	
	

	c)
	Were the conclusions drawn appropriate?
	
	
	

	d)
	Were the results generalisable to the study population?
	
	
	

	e)
	Was the discussion appropriate?
	
	
	


Overall Assessment of the Quality of the Research

	
	
	
	Score

	1
	Rejected
	Research quality does not meet the standard expected.
	

	2
	Unacceptable 
	Major revisions and re-analysis of the research are required.  Rewriting and re-submission are required.
	

	3
	Accepted
	Research is accepted conditional to the revision, re-analysis of the data and re-submission of the report.
	

	4
	Satisfactory
	Research is accepted; minor revisions in the analysis are required.
	

	5
	Very satisfactory
	The research is accepted without revision.
	

	6
	Excellent
	The research is accepted without revision.
	


Additional Reviewer Comments
Please indicate here if these comments are to be kept confidential.  Yes / No
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