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	Assessment Criteria
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	No
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	1. SCIENTIFIC QUALITY (if the project will be subject to external scientific peer review state the name of the organisation and go straight to section 1c)

	Organisation undertaking scientific peer review:

	1a. Study Design

	· Does the research have a clear protocol? 
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Is the research question or hypothesis clearly stated?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Are the project objectives described?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Are the objectives realistic?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Has other relevant research been reviewed?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Is the methodology appropriate to the research question?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Have the methods of measurement been described?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Has the reliability and validity of measurement been reviewed?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· If available, are validated scales of measurement being used?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1b. Study sample and data analysis

	· Is the proposed population group appropriately representative?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Is the sample size justified and realistic?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Are the methods of data analysis (statistical or otherwise) described and appropriate?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1c. Ethical considerations

	· If ethical review by the Local Research Ethics Committee is not being sought has appropriate justification been given?
	(
	(
	(
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	2. RELEVANCE, IMPACT AND IMPORTANCE

	2a. Relevance

	· Does the project address issues of relevance to local/ national NHS needs and priorities
	(
	(
	(
	(

	2b. Impact and importance

	· Are the expected values and benefits of the research clear?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Will the research add to current knowledge or have training value?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Is the research generalisable i.e. have potential application beyond the Trust?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Will the findings lead to significant health gains and/or benefit the Trust/ NHS/ population?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	2c. Dissemination

	· Do the researchers intend to disseminate research findings in an appropriate fashion?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Will the results of the research be made available to research participants?
	(
	(
	(
	(
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	3. FEASIBILITY AND RESOURCE UTILISATION

	3a. Feasibility

	· Is the research feasible within the local context?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Is the project feasible within the timeframe and resources proposed?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	3b. Resource utilisation

	· Does the Trust/Directorate have the capacity to support the project at this time?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Are the resource implications to the Directorate reasonable and acceptable?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Have appropriate support departments been notified/ agreed to support this research?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Is the proposed research likely to put the Trust, Trust staff, participants in the research or the applicants at risk, which are such that these should specifically be taken into account when deciding whether or not to support the research?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Would the work provide good value for money?
	(
	(
	(
	(
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	4. PEOPLE

	· Does the applicant have (or have access to) the necessary experience and expertise to undertake the research?
	(
	(
	(
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	· Do the researchers have the necessary time and resources to undertake the research?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Do all researchers have appropriate employment contracts to undertake research in UBHT?
	(
	(
	(
	(

	· Where relevant, has a multidisciplinary and multi-professional approach to addressing the research question been adopted? 
	(
	(
	(
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	5. CONSUMER INVOLVEMENT

	· Where relevant, have patients or their representatives been involved in this project?
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	(
	(
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