UKCPA Research Poster Adjudication Guidelines

Please assess posters for Poster Award on the following:

1. Originality 2, Methods

How original is the research question? Are objectives clearly stated?

How does it contribute to knowledge or pharmacy practice? Are the methods adequately and clearly described?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent) Is the design appropriate for the research question?

Is appropriate reference made to ethics approval?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

3. Results 4. Conclusions
Are the results clearly presented in sufficient detail? Does the data support and justify the conclusions?
Are appropriate methods used to present data (tables, graphs etc.)? (1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)
Are the statistical methods used appropriately, with valid analysis?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent) 5. Presentation

Is the Poster well presented and easy to understand?
Does it have visual impact?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

Please mark each Poster according to the following scoring criteria, scoring each of the 5 categories below using the scale: 1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5=
excellent, then sum your scores to provide a total score. It would be helpful if you could note your top TWO choices and briefly why.

Poster Originality Methods Results Conclusions | Presentation Total of scores Top 1 or 2 — note why
Number




UKCPA Audit Poster Adjudication Guidelines

Please assess posters for the Poster Award on the following:

1. Originality
How original is the development or audit?
How relevant is the report to practice?
How well does it contribute to pharmacy practice?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

3. Measurement
Are the measurements clearly described and appropriate?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

5. Presentation
Is the Poster well presented and easy to understand?
Does it have visual impact?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

2. Description and target group
Are objectives clearly stated?
Are the methods appropriate and clearly described?
Specifies the target (patient) group as appropriate?
Does the work state the audit standards used?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

4, Evaluation
Does the data and/or evaluation support any recommendations or
conclusions?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

Please mark each Poster according to the following scoring criteria, using the scale: 1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent, then sum your scores to provide a
total score. It would be helpful if you could note your top TWO choices and briefly why.

Poster Originality Description & | Measurement
Number target group

Evaluation

Presentation Total of Top 1 or 2 — note why
scores




UKCPA Innovation & Professional Development Poster Adjudication Guidelines

Please assess posters for the Poster Award on the following:

1. Originality
How original is the development?
How relevant is the work to practice?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

3. Measurement
Are the measurements clearly described and appropriate?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

5. Presentation
Is the Poster well presented and easy to understand?
Does it have visual impact?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

Description and target group

Are objectives clearly given?

Is the description of the service/audit adequate?

Is the methodology appropriate and clearly described?
Specifies the target (patient) group as appropriate?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

Evaluation
Does the data and/or evaluation support any recommendations or
conclusions?

(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

Please mark each Poster according to the following scoring criteria, using the scale: 1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent, then sum your scores to provide a
total score. It would be helpful if you could note your top TWO choices and briefly why.

Poster Originality Description & | Measurement
Number target group

Evaluation

Presentation

Total of Top 1 or 2 — note why
scores




UKCPA
Pfizer Pre-registration Pharmacist Poster Adjudication Guidelines

Please assess posters for the Pfizer Pre-Reg Poster Award on the following:

1. Objectives 2, Methods
Clarity of aim / objectives: are they achievable and realistic? Are the methods clearly described?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent) Are audit standards given / appropriate?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)
3. Results
Are the results clearly presented in sufficient detail? 4, Conclusions
Are appropriate methods used to present data (tables, graphs etc.)? Does the data support and justify the conclusions?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent) How will changes be made and reaudited?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)
5. Presentation

Is the Poster well presented and easy to understand?
Does it have visual impact?
(1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent)

Please mark each Poster according to the above criteria, using the scale: 1= very poor, 2= weak, 3= fair, 4= very good, 5= excellent, then sum your scores to provide a total
score. It would be helpful if you could note your top TWO choices and briefly why.

Poster Letter Objectives Methods Results Conclusions | Presentation Total of Top 1 or 2 — note why
scores
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