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	Relevant to psychiatry
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	The work is pertinent to the theory or practice of psychiatry.
	☐
	☐
	☐



	Presentation and content
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	The general layout is clear and professional.
	☐
	☐
	☐

	The content conforms to the guidelines for the type of scholarly project submitted.
	☐
	☐
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	Professional English is used with appropriate spelling and grammar.
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	☐
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	Length conforms to the guidelines.
	☐
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	Evidence of local research ethics approval is provided where relevant.
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	☐
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	Objectives and/or hypotheses
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	There is a clear statement of the objectives of the scholarly project.
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	Where hypotheses are appropriate to the methodology used, these are well formulated, clearly stated and testable.
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	Literature review
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	Is sufficiently comprehensive.
	☐
	☐
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	Is sufficiently contemporary.
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	References
	Yes
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	References are cited and presented in an accepted reference style, eg. Vancouver system.
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	All references cited in the text are listed.
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	All references listed were cited.
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	Methodology
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	There is a satisfactory account of, and justification for, the methodology proposed.
	☐
	☐
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	There is a clear and satisfactory account of the type of analysis proposed (if relevant) and justification of the tools.
	☐
	☐
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	Results
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Relevant results were presented appropriately.
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	Discussion
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Includes a satisfactory critical review of the methodology and analysis used, including a statement about the limitations of the project.
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	Includes a statement about how the project contributes to the field.
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	Conclusion
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	No
	N/A

	The conclusions drawn from the project were logical.
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	☐
	☐
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Trainee to submit revised manuscript to the Scholarly Project Subcommittee.
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	Be failed and the trainee invited to resubmit (limit of two resubmissions).
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