Assignment Guidance for Module ECYW5007, Part 1 and Part 2.
Part 1 – Critical evaluation of a journal article (2,000 words)
· Identify the article (full reference) and briefly summarise the topic, aim and main findings (1–2 paragraphs).
· State your own overall judgement in a clear statement (e.g. “This article makes a useful contribution to X, but there are significant weaknesses in…”).
· Comment on the clarity and focus of the research question/aim (is it well defined, justified, and linked to a gap in knowledge?).
· Evaluate the literature review/background (coverage, relevance, recency of sources, use of theory, logical lead‑in to the study).
· Assess the research design and methodology (is the design appropriate to the question, are methods clearly described, are there obvious strengths/limitations?).
· Examine sampling and participants (sampling strategy, size, inclusion/exclusion criteria, representativeness, implications for generalisability/transferability).
· Critique data collection methods (are tools/procedures suitable, valid and reliable/trustworthy, any practical or contextual issues?).
· Evaluate data analysis (is the analytic approach explained and appropriate, are steps transparent, are claims supported by the data?).
· Discuss ethical considerations reported in the article (consent, confidentiality, safeguarding, power, cultural sensitivity; what is missing or under‑discussed?).
· Analyse the quality of the argument in the discussion/conclusion (do conclusions logically follow from findings, are limitations acknowledged, alternative explanations considered?).
· Consider relevance and implications for practice/policy/future research in your field (how useful is this evidence in a real‑world youth work/education context?).
· Comment briefly on structure and academic writing style (clarity, coherence, criticality, use of evidence).
· End with a balanced conclusion that revisits your overall judgement, summarising 2–3 key strengths and 2–3 key limitations, and their overall impact on the article’s value.

Part 2 – Research ethics and reflection portfolio (2,000 words)
· Briefly state the focus of your own proposed research project (topic, aims, context, participants).
· Identify the key ethical principles that apply (e.g. respect for persons, justice, integrity, confidentiality, informed consent).
· Explain how you would gain informed consent or assent (information sheets, accessible language, voluntary participation, right to withdraw).
· Discuss confidentiality and data protection (anonymity/pseudonyms, secure storage, GDPR considerations, who will see the data and why).
· Reflect on potential risks to participants ( psychological, social, reputational, safeguarding risks) and how you would minimise and manage them.
· Reflect on potential risks to you as researcher (emotional impact, role conflict, lone working) and how you would manage boundaries and supervision.
· Explore power dynamics and inclusion (adult–young person, practitioner–service user, tutor–student; how you ensure voice, choice and equity).
· Consider working with potentially vulnerable groups (gatekeepers, safeguarding procedures, mandatory reporting, balancing care and confidentiality).
· Explain how you would handle consent and participation in online/digital contexts if relevant (privacy, traceability of data, platform terms).
· Provide at least one worked example of an ethical dilemma you might face in this project and how you would reason through and resolve it.
· Critically connect your decisions to relevant ethical frameworks (eg BERA, 2024), institutional policies and/or professional codes of practice (not just describe what you’ll do).
· Include reflective commentary on your positionality (who you are in relation to participants, your values and assumptions, and how these shape the research).
· Reflect on how engaging with ethics has influenced your understanding of research, your professional identity and future practice.
· Conclude by summarising how your project design, behaviour and reflexivity together demonstrate ethically responsible research at Level 5 and 6.


