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	1. Article Purpose
	

	a. Is the purpose of the article clearly stated?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	b. Is the topic timely and/or relevant to current practice and healthcare policy?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	c. Does the author(s) outline what knowledge the reader should gain by reading this article?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	2. Review of Literature/Supporting Evidence:
	

	a. Is the presentation of the information well organized and easy to follow/read?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	b. Is the review of the literature/evidence current (most articles published within last 5 years)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	c. Was the review of literature/evidence relevant to the purpose of the article?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	d. Was there a review of pathophysiology used to support the article purpose/discussion?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	e. Do the authors use literature/evidence references to support key points/concepts?        
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	3. Are the implications for practice clearly discussed?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	a. Is there enough evidence and is the evidence strong enough in this article to guide a change in practice for your unit?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	b. Is there enough evidence in this article to guide a change in your personal practice?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	c. Does the author(s)/article discuss limitations or recommendations for further research/evidence to guide practice?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	d. Does the article stimulate enough interest to learn more about this topic?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	4. Findings/Results and Conclusions
	

	a. Were the graphs, tables figures helpful in reading/understanding the article?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	b. What is your overall impression of the information provided in this article?

     

	5. Professional Context:
	

	a. Did you find the article helpful in guiding/thinking about your clinical practice?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	6. Summarize one element/finding in this article that you will/will not use in your practice as a result of reading this article.      



What is the level of measurement for this article?

	Level I 
	Meta-analysis of multiple controlled studies or clinical trials

	Level II 
	Individual experimental studies with randomization

	Level III 
	Quasi-experimental studies such as non-randomized controlled single group pre-post, cohort, time series, or matched case-controlled studies

	Level IV 
	Non-experimental studies, comparative, correlational descriptive, qualitative research studies

	Level V 
	Program evaluation, research utilization, quality improvement projects; case reports (Joint Commission Sentinel Events), clinical practice guidelines, benchmarking studies (NDNQI data, UHC reports)

	Level VI 
	Opinions of respected authorities; expert committee, including their interpretation of non-research-based information. Textbooks and clinical product guidelines.


