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Critiquing papers is an important part of research because, it allows reviews to evaluate the pros and cons of the paper and assess whether that paper is applicable to current practise. Alongside this it is a form of improving the research paper. When a research paper is submitted it is reviewed by a committee, the committee look over the paper and find areas that needs improving, or areas that are not acceptable. The committee will provide feedback to the author(s) which may require them to make changes for the paper to be accepted or may require the paper to be scrapped completely.
(Webber, et al, 2015, page 180 - 181)

A title should define the main objective or objectives of the research study. A good title uses the least amount of words to describe the content or the purpose of the research paper. The title of the paper is the following Enhancing social networks: a qualitative study of health and social care practise in UK mental health services. The title in Webber et al (2015) paper is long but conveys that the paper is qualitative study of health and social care practises in the UK’s mental health services. However, it does not hint at all what the paper will discuss inside the topic. 
(Webber, et al, 2015, page 180 - 181), (USCLIbraries, 2019)

The reviewed paper concerns the social networks available in the community in regard to the general population as well as those who suffer from mental illness.
The study was performed because it was brought to light that people who suffer from severe mental issues such as psychosis, have less access to social networks compared to people who do not suffer with mental issues. The paper was started to identify where the barriers were and to identify the themes for the barriers.
(Webber, et al, 2015, page 180) 
 Webber. M, is a professor of Social work at the University of York. 
Reidy. H, works for the University College of London in the division of Psychology and Language.
 Ansari. D, is affiliated with the University of Chicago, in Social Science.
 Stevens. M, works for the Kings college London, holding the position of Senior Research Fellow.
Therefore, they all appear to have the professional and academic background in order to carry out this piece of research.
(ResearchGate, 2019)



The abstract provided in the paper is a descriptive paragraph of text which describes the purpose, methods as well as the scope of the research paper. In a sense it is clear why the paper has a descriptive abstract, as the paper is a qualitative piece of research, there is no real need to go into detail about the different sections and the results of them. In general, a descriptive abstract is better suited towards a qualitative paper as it has little use of quantitative data analysis if any at all. 
(Webber. M, et al, 2015, page 180)

A Literature Review is a collection of different pieces of research that are related to the topic and the results are summarised in a literature review. (Berglund, 2001, Page 196)
The literature review in this paper consists of dated and modern pieces
In the case of this paper the literature review has shown that social capital (Resources within networks, recognised as being important to mental health), has been shown to be important for health and mental well-being. (Kawachi et al. 2007) The authors have used this as a reference as it helps define what one of the key features as social capital which defined as resources that are important for social networks. 
It also states that social capital is unequally distributed, within communities with specific sections of age, gender and health status. (Kawachi et al. 1997) this reference helps define that social capital is unevenly distributed between certain criteria of people which is one of the main problems that this paper tries to identify the themes for.
The paper clearly states what it sets out to do within the abstract of the paper. The paper aims to find out how workers helped people recovering from psychosis to enhance their social networks. The details of how the data were gathered for the paper is all in the same abstract and they are all clearly stated.
An Aim is what you hope to discover by your research and how you intend to discover it. An aim provides an explanation of what the research is going to achieve.  The paper keeps to this definition well as the aim of the paper is clearly stated in detail as well as how it will set out to achieve the study aim.
(Webber. M, et al, 2015, page 180) (Reed. N, 1993, Page 140)
The study design of the paper is qualitative; because the paper is researching the worker’s opinions of working with people to help them find social networks that will help them. Because of the design of the paper being qualitative there is a lot of text that is very informative however it is rather hard to read because it does not keep the attention of the person reading the paper. Despite this it is justified to be set out like that as there is not enough correct information in order for the paper to be set out in quantitive form.
A sample is when researchers select a population that fit certain criteria to be part of a study.  (Bowling, 2002, Page 183).
The sample of this study was made up of workers from the six different sites that the sites’ managers selected due to the workers amount of experience in the field. This was guided by social capital theory which states that a person’s placing in a group provides benefits for that person that work to that person’s advantage. This therefore is not a true randomisation. The criteria were open however to anyone who worked within the organisations, an example of a convenient sample.  Overall 30 male, 43 female staff and 32 male, 19 female service users were selected for the study.  Considering the paper is examining social care, the gender split of staff would appear to be biased towards male as generally there are higher numbers of females than males in this line of work, however, this is an assumption as the overall gender mix of the organisation is not stated within the paper.  The paper does not indicate why there was also an inequity of gender in the patient group.
(Study.com, 2019)

Data were collected using informal discussions, semi structured and unstructured interviews, non-participant observation, participant observation with transcribed notes.  The authors justified this choice of data collection as being tools in ethnological research methods.  Using these tools for data collection, the team would need to have experience in handling multiple forms of data and managing these data into main themes. The data collection was split into two phases which the authors justified by saying that phase one was to acquire the bulk of data and then phase two was to refine the data in order to identify themes, however phase two was six months after phase one and therefore phase two consisted of different workers to replace some of the workers in phase one who had moved on, this allowed the authors to confirm themes that may have presented in phase one that reappeared in phase two whilst remembering that phase two involved different social workers. On top of this the data was worked on by the people in phase one then continued by people in phase two meaning that there is an increased chance of discrepancies in the work because the people who did some work in phase one may not be working on the same piece of work in phase two.

The paper does not list any ethical issues with this research, it does state however that the managers    the criteria for worker selection. Information about the study was also passed to service users who wished to participate by the workers taking part.
Ethics in research are the guidelines that tell researchers what they can and cannot do when they are performing their research. Ethics are important because they also affect the participants of the study, for example if a paper says that people who take part in the research cannot withdraw from the research then that is a breach of human rights and would not be deemed ethical. Ethics safeguard participants and researchers from harm. Each research proposal is submitted to an Ethical committee for approval which will poke and prod the research question to make sure that it is ethical research. The committee will then decide what the researchers need to change about the question or if it is not intrinsically ethical, in which case they will refuse the research activity and will not allow it to proceed (Denscombe, 2014, Page 306).

[bookmark: _GoBack]The results are presented as four main themes, each theme having a wordy block of text. The only quantitative table refers to the participants’ social and demographic data. The results could have been presented in a type of power diagram for example, the difference in professional attitude and roles between NHS and volunteer staff. The way that the paper has set out the results is a block of information regarding the results and then the transcription from the interviews held with the workers. However, there is no uniform style for where the transcriptions have been placed in each sub heading. Therefore, the paper may benefit from setting the results in logical order as the blocks of text all under clear heading and then in then after that have the transcriptions laid out in the same order that the paragraphs were in the previous section.
 (Webber. M, et al, 2015, page 185)
As stated, the paper clearly shows four main themes.  This paper includes a limited number of actual quotes form interview that are helpful in illustrating the theme being discussed. The themes identify practice components that could be laid down as a basis of good practice which other researches may wish to develop into both a care framework with auditable standards of care.
The team of researches realise their preconceptions of the area under scrutiny, and this paper was the first piece of research in this particular field.
The authors recognise the study was limited to six agencies, and also were concerned that there may have been inadvertent skewing of the study by managers who volunteered the staff participants.  Majorly, the team acknowledge the lack of carers and family members in the study.  This gives a staff orientated response to the research question, when really the change in behaviour is required from the service users not staff.

Each of the four main themes has its own of conclusion. As the paper states this is the first paper in this field of study and hopes these main themes will be further developed to enable further evaluation of an area of practice that has been overlooked.  The nature of ethnographic research is to explore fields, not necessarily come to a finalised conclusion.  This paper is a good example of this.

The study was presented well in a logical and orderly fashion; however, it is a very wordy and does not keep a reader’s interest, with block after block of text. That being said, it was interesting to understand, interpret and connect with the paper’s purpose.  The paper was deceptive with the title that states that the study is regarding health and social care practice, but it does not state that the paper focuses on service users suffering with psychosis and does not say what level of care the service users have and does not evaluate the services available to those service users.
What it does do, is to express how hard it is for workers to connect the service users with the social networks that they need for a successful recovery. 
Where this paper could stand improvement is the written sections could be set out clearer and the title of the paper could be changed in order to state the paper’s proper intent: as it stands it is a little misleading. The results section of the paper needs a layout review as it is hard to follow.
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