
The text I have chosen to evaluate is the web page by Construction Management https://constructionmanagement.co.uk/have-we-been-measuring-safety-all-wrong/ which presents information on measuring safety in the built environment, the text also questions whether the current method of measuring safety in the workplace is incorrect and whether a new one should be implemented, it does this by illustrating its current flaws and revealing where it can be improved. 
The text contains information on how the total recordable incident rate statistics on construction sites have been gathered and how this practice has been adopted globally to gain an understanding of the probability of incident risk. Research is presented in the text on the credibility of the method of calculating incident frequency. Within the text you will also find how the incident frequency rates are measured alongside presentations of the findings. There is also information on opposing the fact that the current method in use is suitable for the workplace and there are some examples provided showing how the research may be inconsistent and unreliable it also suggests that an alternative method for discovering incident frequency rates should be embraced.
Within the text, it is shown that the construction safety research alliance concentrated on the basic mathematics underlying frequency rates, performing both parametric and non-parametric statistical analysis of total recordable incident rate using 3.2 trillion worker-hours from 17 years of data. This is given as evidence that the research is reliable and to solidify authenticity of the data gathered. At the top of the text it previously stated that with the research provided it was made visible that with lower rates of incident reports on a building site it can be predicted a safer performance. It is also stated that the results from the research carried out can be used as a key performance indicator for future health and safety implications and also used for risk evaluation of a building site.
The text provides an alternative view on how the incident frequency rates measurement being inaccurate from Dr Fred Sherratt, who is an associate director of research at the construction safety research alliance. The text reports that the current method of measuring incident rates is biased and inaccurate towards smaller building firms who work less hours which can in turn effect the data.  Dr Fred Sherratt states ‘frequency rates do not account for the severity of the incidents and resultant injuries involved’, this showing how the severity of the incident is not taken into consideration and how this is a major flaw of the method we have been using, as a small cut or injury would be considered the same as a fatality. There were also flaws of the current method in use being provided in the text such as comparisons between firms or projects being meaningless as the metric measurement assumes that the same results will follow through. Dr Fred suggests a fairer approach to find incident frequency rates for smaller firms should be created and implemented to benefit all building sites and present a more realistic view of construction safety statistics.
Additionally, the text shows how the current method could also improve by logging near misses and incidents which had the potential to be fatal. Dr Fred Sherratt provids replacement means to track safety methods such as leading indicators however the authenticity of performance prediction can be challenged as well. 
The source contains relatively up to date information as it was posted in the January of 2023, being published within the past year means it is reliable as the research and information provided is up to date and applicable to the case.
Although the author of the text has not been specified, it shows that a staff member of construction management.co.uk was the author of the text. The Constructionmanagement.co.uk website is regularly updated which means the information is suitable and is a reliable source. The information provided in the text is in detail and many statistics have been given to support their statements. Also, within the text there are the views of Dr Fred Sherratt provided who is an associate director of research for the Construction Safety Research Alliance. Dr Fred Sherratt has more than ten years in the industry and has been a large contractor in the UK therefore she has important experience and knowledge to do with the topics within the text and is widely respected for her views. Given the status and experience she has in the health and safety side of the building industry this would indicate that she is well educated on the topic and consequently a reliable source of information. In addition to this, Sherratt’s research has prioritised in construction workers occupational safety, health and wellbeing and has had first hand experience of the consequences of poor occupational safety, health and wellbeing in practice. As Sharratt specialises in this area of health and safety it further boosts the credibility of her statements and views, she frequently publishes her work as well as giving presentations of it to academic and industry audiences worldwide.
The text does not clearly present a bias and there is no clear motive for the author or Dr Fred Sherratt to be bias therefore certifying the credibility of the sources used.
The authors point of view is that the current method of finding frequency rates are incorrect and she states that the current method does not measure what it is believed to measure and that it is ubiquitous and that an alternative method should be used. To improve the credibility of the text, more diverse perspectives could have been viewed instead of only one. An opposite opinion from another expert compared to Sharratt’s should have been presented for the reader to get a better understanding, gain more knowledge and viewpoints of the subject and come to their own conclusion. Furthermore, case studies could have been provided so the reader could understand the effects of the current method in use, also evidence to support Sharratt’s claims could have been presented in the text to help justify her statements. As the writer has posed the title as a question the reader is lured into the text and is immediately interested to find the answer, this is a good hook for the text and clever use of title by the writer. Use of relevant pictures makes the text visually stimulating and again is inviting to the reader. The writer presents the text with several subheadings and chunks the information into manageable reading bites which allows the reader to consume the text with ease. The text is short, sharp and to the point making it a quick readable page. 




