A Personal Tool For Critiquing Research Papers

Today, we will begin to design a personal tool that will help you to record, store, organise, manage, and not lose, your critiques/reviews of academic papers. 

This could take the form of a spreadsheet, table, database or tool of your own design, produced either with pen and paper, or electronically. You could, for example, use a spreadsheet, database or a ready-made online tool [see below*].

The following list provides examples of the types of basic categories that you could include when you design your tool: 

· Author 
· Date
· Publication 
· Publication medium (website, journal, blog, for example)
· URL and date of access, if relevant 
· Research topic/subject 
· Research question
· Has the author included a relevant background literature review? Is this adequate? Are all sources acknowledged and referenced properly? 
· Methodology - Is there a good, clear description of how the research was carried out?  
· Epistemology and theoretical perspective
· Sampling method
· Sample size
· Data collection tools/methods
· Analysis 
· Findings - Can you understand the interpretations/findings presented in the paper? Has the author explained the results in a clear and succinct way?
· Strengths 
· Limitations
· Your opinions and/or conclusions - Are all interpretations/conclusions backed up by evidence? Has the author jumped to conclusions about anything, or made assumptions that are not backed up by evidence?
· Relevance to your own research 
· Whether to reread at a later date - Is there anything in the paper that you don’t understand? If so, what do you think the author should have done to make it clearer? Can you make any suggestions for improvement?

Once you have produced a first draft of your tool, test it out by critiquing and reviewing your IPA academic paper, entering details into your tool accordingly. 

If you find from this exercise that categories are missing or the design of your tool needs revising, think about the information that should be gathered from academic papers and how this information can be stored. 

Next - move your tool up a level, by checking out the three further suggestions for critique [each progressively offering more in-depth critique] on Moodle,

Be prepared to discuss:

· Your personal tool

· The critique of your key research paper

· One further item you added to your tool following a review of the three additional resources on Moodle.

Suggested reading: 
 
Chong Ho Shon, P. (2015). How to Read Journal Articles in the Social Sciences, 2nd edition. London: Sage.

Cutcliffe, J. and Ward, M. (2007). Critiquing Nursing Research, 2nd edition. London: Quay Books.

Harris, S. (2014). How to Critique Journal Articles in the Social Sciences. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 

Holosko, M. (2006). Primer for Critiquing Social Research: A Student Guide. Belmont, CA: Wadsworth.

Shon, P. (2012.) How to Read Journal Articles in the Social Sciences: A Very Practical Guide for Students, London: Sage. 

Wallace, M. and Wray, A. (2016) Critical Reading and Writing for Postgraduates, 2nd edition. London: Sage.
 
 
*There are a variety of search engines and apps that help with organising research papers. For Example: RefMe; CiteULike; Zotero and ReadCube)
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