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Content 

The critical evaluation should be approximately 2000 words in length (excluding references and appendices) and should refer to guidelines (eg NICE guidance), studies and papers that are relevant to the current issues in the chosen area of professional practice.  The information presented should be as concise as possible.  Credit will be given for clarity and brevity.  


Information on how to do a critical evaluation can be found in Part One of the following paper:

Jesson, J. and Lacey, F. (2006) How to do (or not do) a critical literature review.  Pharmacy Education 6(2): 139-148.
This paper also highlights the importance of clarifying the purpose of the critical evaluation at the start of the process.


The purpose of this critical evaluation is to enable you to demonstrate:

· your knowledge and awareness of the current issues in your chosen area of professional practice (description skills);
· your ability to critique the strengths, limitations, omissions and bias of relevant guidelines, studies and papers to synthesise information and reach a conclusion – this should not simply be a list of resources and their content (critical skills); and
· how you have applied the information you have synthesised and the conclusions you have reached to your own professional practice (analytical skills).
Plagiarism
Quotes must be clearly marked and attributed to the author(s).  Plagiarism is an offence which will cause expulsion from Queen’s University Belfast and against which legal action can be taken.
References
The Harvard system should be used for references.

The literature reference should be included at the appropriate point within the text giving the author(s) name(s) and year in parentheses or both name(s) and year in parenthesis, in chronological order, not alphabetical order.  Papers written by more than two authors should cite the first author followed by 'et al.' and the date, even if the subsequent authors are not the same in all the references. 

For example, ‘Humphreys and Waite (1989) demonstrated...’ or, ‘A new generation of antihypertensive agents have been developed in the form of alpha-1 adrenoreceptor antagonists (Humphreys and Waite 1989)’. 

Reference to more than one paper by the same author in any one year should be differentiated using lower case letters after the year (Millership 1989a,b; Wright et al. 1990a,b)

All references cited in the text must be included in the bibliography at the end of the critical evaluation and arranged in alphabetical order.  The references must be complete, giving the name and initials of each of the authors (up to a maximum of ten) followed by the year of publication (in parentheses), the full title of the paper, the journal (abbreviated according to Index Medicus, List of Journals Indexed), the volume (followed by a colon) and first and last page numbers.  

Citations from books should follow a similar pattern e.g. author(s), year (in parenthesis), title of chapter or article, complete title of book, the edition, publisher, place of publication and page numbers.

Papers by the same first author should be listed in increasing number of authors and chronologically within each group.

Examples:

Humphreys, J.E. and Waite, M.A. (1989) Alpha-1 blockers. A new generation of antihypertensive agents.  J. Clin. Pharm. Ther. 14: 263-283.

Wall, P.D. (1989) The dorsal horn. In: P.D. Wall and R. Melzack (Eds.) Textbook of Pain (2nd.ed.) Churchill Livingstone, Edinburgh, pp 102-111.

