Criteria for Assessing Research
	Element
	Good
	Poor

	Formulation
	Important and relevant topic

Comprehensive literature review

Up to date literature

Learned something from the literature

Has the problem been properly identified?

Identification of stakeholders and interest groups
Have the variables been identified and are they measureable?
Clear aims and objectives

Underpinned by literature which is well referenced

Scope and remit made clear

Time period of relevance considered
	Lack or relevance and little demonstration of importance.

Poor literature review

No identification of stakeholders – politically naïve.

Vague and obscure aims and objectives

Lack of underpinning literature – poor referencing

Variables not identified

No identification of scope and remit

Time period of solution not considered

	Research questions/hypothesis
	Specific

Achievable

Relevant

Timely

Feasible – can one get measurable data

The questions/hypothesis are built from theory
	Vague questions – not related to literature.

Not precise – no agreed system of measurement.

Questions/hypothesis are not testable.

No underpinning to questions\hypotheses

	Data collection
	The choice of method been justified

Time scale considered and stated

Well planned
Measures established

Approach piloted

Training of data collectors

Inconsistency between data collectors minimised

Reliable data sources

Ethically robust
	No or little justification for method

No consideration of time scale

Lack of planning
Controversial measures.

Little rigour in data collection 

Possibility of researcher/subject interaction and bias.

No consideration of ethics



	Analysis
	Analysis is clearly explained and is appropriate for the data.
Analysis of interaction between variables.

Attempt to control for variables not included.

Consideration of exogenous factors
	Vague statement
Either under or over analysis.

Little consideration of interactions between variables and alternative explanations.

	Models
	Is a model forwarded

A model which can facilitate understanding
A model which allows prediction

A believable model
	No model or very complex model which is specific to a situation. So limited understanding can be gained from the model.


	Reliability and Validity
	Clear discussion on the reliability of research method. Demonstration of sample accuracy and representativeness 
Measurements of reliability made

Demonstration of validity – use of agreed and robust measures and supported by theory

Did they measure what they meant to measure

Method free from bias
	Insufficient information to judge reliability.
Doubts as to representativeness of sample.

No evidence of piloting.

No underpinning theory.

Concerns over measurement. Is the effect really being measured?

Imprecise measurement

Clear bias in the method

	Conclusions
	Research questions are clearly addressed. Limitations discussed Recommendations made to policy and future research
Value to policy
	Conclusions made which are not supported by evidence
No limitations mentioned.

Little recommendations given.

Little contribution to policy

	Implementation
	Findings can be implemented
Effect is measurable

Value is added
	Statements made but not clear how these can be implemented
Hard to measure the effect

Value is questionable

	Selling solution
	Well presented – minimal ambiguity – convincing.
Well communicated
	Badly presented – ambiguous – alternative explanations
Hard to read and follow

	General
	Timely and relevant

Objective and evidence based

Appropriate research methods

Information presented is relevant and supported by evidence

Is the work ethical?
	Out of date – no longer relevant

Too emotional

Research methods are over blown for the nature of research

Information is not relevant and not supported by evidence
Ethical concerns


