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General Criteria 0 1 2 Comments 
Relevance / 
Originality 

The project does not offer 
new, timely, or important 
information OR  
Project is not relevant to 
health system practice  

The project may offer 
new, timely, important 
information; is somewhat 
relevant to health system 
practice  

The project will offer new, 
timely, and important 
information very relevant 
to health system practice  

 

Objective Purpose / objective are not 
stated 

Purpose / objective are 
stated but not clear 

Purpose / objective 
clearly stated 

 

Methods (project 
design, sampling 
methods, outcome 
measures, data 
collection, data 
analysis) 

Methods are not described; 
most aspects of the 
methods are inappropriate 

Methods are partially 
described; most aspects 
of the methods are 
appropriate 

All methods are clearly 
described and are 
appropriate for the project 

 

Results (not 
applicable for 
research-in-
progress projects) 

Results are not reported for 
the stated objectives 

Partial results are 
presented; results 
presented are not clearly 
linked to the objectives 

Results/findings, linked to 
project objectives, are 
reported 

 

Conclusions / 
Implications 

Conclusions are not 
supported by the data 
presented; Conclusions are 
inconsistent with project 
objectives; implications to 
pharmacy practice are not 
included 

Conclusions are partially 
supported by the data 
presented; conclusions 
are not well aligned with 
project objectives; 
implications to pharmacy 
practice are not clear 

Conclusions are 
supported by data 
presented; conclusions 
are aligned with the 
project objectives; 
implications to pharmacy 
practice are included and 
clearly stated. 

 

 


