ScWk 242 Assignment 3: Quantitative Article Critique Guidelines

1) Choose one of the following ScWk 240 quantitative articles to critique:

McLaughlin, D. P., & McFarland, K. (2011). A randomized trial of a group based 
cognitive behavior therapy program for older adults with epilepsy: the impact on seizure frequency, depression and psychosocial well-being. Journal of Behavioral Medicine, 34, 201-207.   
Bradshaw, W., & Roseborough, D. (2004). Evaluating the effectiveness of cognitive 
behavioral treatment of residual symptoms and impairment in Schizophrenia. Research on Social Work Practice, 14(2) 112-120.   
2) Write a 3 to 4 page (double-spaced), APA formatted article critique that addresses the following topics (adapted from Greenhalgh, 2006):
a) What was the research question(s) or hypothesis(es) and why was the study needed? Assess how well the authors review previous research on the topic and provide a context for the need for the study.
b) What were the research design and methods? Assess the extent to which the research design and methods were able to answer the research question or hypothesis. Consider any alternative designs and methods that could also be used to answer the research question or hypothesis. 
c) What variables were measured and how were they measured? Assess the quality of these measurements by discussing their reliability and validity.  If applicable: identify the independent and dependent variables. Are there other variables that may be important, but were not included in the analysis—what are they? 
d) Who is the study about? Consider the following questions: how were the participants recruited, who may have been excluded from the study and how might that affect the findings? Were the participants studied in real-life circumstances?

e) Was the study original and how does it contribute to knowledge on this topic? Consider the following questions: does the study approach the topic in a new or innovative way? Is the study larger, or continued for a longer period of time than other studies? Are the methods more rigorous or address shortcomings of other studies?
f) Do you agree with the author’s interpretation of the findings? Why or why not? Consider the following questions: are there other interpretations that should have been included? Were the limitations of the study adequately discussed? 
3) Assignment is worth 15 points.
