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In 
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AIM:
To ensure that the resident is capable of preparing, undertaking and writing up a research project related to Family & Community Medicine.

Competencies:
1. Selection of an appropriate research project in relation to a family medicine or community health care problem

2. Preparation of a background statement concerning the problem selected for study and writing research protocol.
3. Development of research objectives and hypotheses 
4. Preparation of a review of  literature relevant to the problem

5. Development of a research design and methodology
6. Collection, analysis  and presentation of data
7. Interpretation of  data and drawing relevant conclusions
8. Presentation of  appropriate recommendations

9. Documentation of the research
10. Defense of his project  methodology, conclusions and recommendations

11. Review of research protocols in relation to their competence, suitability and applicability to health problems and health care services in the kingdom
Research content :
The research will be composed of eight parts:
1. Summary/Abstract

2. Introduction

3. Materials and methods (Methodology)
4. Results/Data Analysis / Tables & Graphs
5. Discussion , Conclusion & Recommendation
6. References

7. Appendices

RESEARCH EVALUATION GUIDELINES

Part one : Text/ Written Evaluation 
	
	ITEM
	CRITERIA FOR ASSESSMENT

	1.
	Originality Of Topic
	· To what extent was the topic –selected novel?

· Was there evidence of innovation in researched methodology compared with previous practice in the field?

	2.

 
	Abstract  /Summary  
	Structured abstract 
( Background/methods/results/conclusions/ key words)
The abstract should be brief-approximately 200 words – and should answer as many of the following questions as possible:

-Introduction   / Background :The problem to be studies? The research questions or hypothesis?

-Method  : What methods part was used to collect and/or analyze the data?

-Analysis / results : The important findings from the research

-Conclusion & Recommendation :The implications of these findings?

	3. 

Introduction 
	Literature Review   
	· Was evidence presented of skills in searching the literature?

· Was the literature reviewed pertinent to the research?

· To what extent could the general reference to the literature is criticized on the grounds of insufficiency or excessiveness?

· Is evidence displayed of the ability to identify key items in the literature and to compare, contrast and critically review them?

	
	Aims & Objectives


	· Was the aim of the study clearly defined and placed within the context of current knowledge?

· Were the hypotheses to be tested, questions to be answered or problems to be developed clearly stated?

· Was the relationship between the current and previous research in related topic areas defined?

· Was the nature and extent of the research contribution clear?

	4.
	Materials & Methods 
(Methodology)
	· Was the methodology employed in regard to reference, population, sampling techniques and methods used for data collection appropriate?

· Were variables that might influence the study recognized and either controlled in the research design or properly measured?

· Were limitations inherent in the study recognized and stated?

· Was evidence displayed of knowledge of the ability to collect the date?
· Were valid and reliable instruments used to collect the data?

· Given the facilities available, did it seem that the best possible techniques were employed to gather data?

	5.
	Results/Analysis
	· Was there evidence of care and accuracy in recording and summarizing the data?

· Was the data presentation well organized and clear?

· Were the best possible techniques employed to analyze data?

· Were the results adequately and logically discussed?

· Was the results compare with previous work in the field with similarities and differences between the current and previous studies stressed?

	6.
	Discussion , Conclusions & Recommendations
	· Were the conclusions reached justifiable in the light of the data and the way they were analyzed?

· Did the summary comprehensively reflect the contents of the study?

· Would the recommendations have valuable applications?

	7.
	Ethical Considerations
	· Were ethical considerations observed in planning and in the implementation of the study?

· Was due credit given to previous writers for ideas and techniques used by the author?

· Were people involved in the study appropriately

      acknowledged?

	8.
	Style & Structure of the text , tables & graphs
	· Was the style attractive and text clear and readable?

· Was there logical breakdown and order consistent with a reasonable account of research work?

· Were the study findings presented in an effective manner as regards text, tables, appendices and quality of production?
· Did the tables and figures enhance the understanding of the text?
· Did the report format and length comply with the requirements of the program?



	9.
	References 
	· Were the references prepared in accordance with Vancouver Style?  Look Appendix -1


Part Two : Oral Defense Evaluation
	
	ITEM
	CRITERIA FOR ASSESSMENT

	1.
	Presentation 
	· Presenters' knowledge of the subject?

· Style of delivery? Effectiveness?

· Audio-visual aids used? Time taken?

	2.
	Defense & Discussion
	· Ability to defend explains and elaborates any part of the study?

· Study represents individual efforts (or acceptably collaborative effort)

· Claims can be justified?

· Methodologies and analytical methods used were understood?


Process of  Writing 
· Research should be  written in properly edited English language with no Grammar or spelling mistakes , with abstract in both Arabic & English language ( abstract should not exceed  500 words)
· Research cover page should contain the following :

· Name of the training programme on the right of the page

· Title of the Research 

· Name of Researcher 

· Date of Research submission

· Should write the following statement " This research was submitted in Partial Fulfillment of Saudi Health Specialization Certificate in Family Medicine " 

· Second page should have the name of supervisor/s of research
· Research should be printed on white A4 paper in black ink and on one side per page

· Style should follow :

	Font
	Arial

	Font size
	14

	Margins
	1 inch  From Top & Bottom , Left & Right 

	Print color 
	Black 

	Line spacing 
	Double space

	Indent 
	Indent all paragraphs 6 spaces 

	Page numbers
	Number pages at the top right 

Do Not Number first page ( page number 1 will be starting at the introduction)

	Charts & Graphs 
	All charts & graphs should be titled and numbered and each one should be shown in one page


· Last page should have a short CV of the researcher 
Process of Submission 
1. The Final manuscript will be submitted in spiral  bound  

2. The Final manuscript Must be submitted at least two months before the date of the written part two exam (: closure dates for accepting research)
3. The Final manuscript should be submitted with a covering letter from Training programme director 

4. No research will be accepted after closing date

5.  Three (3)  hard copies will be submitted for Evaluation to Saudi Medical Commission with a cover approval letter from the Supervisor of the research or the Director of Training of the programme.
6. One soft copy ( electronic) in PDF format will be submitted after presentation & Revision of recommendation of evaluating committee by the researcher ( CD should have the title of the research & name of researcher ) 

7. One hard copy will be submitted after presentation & Revision of recommendation of evaluating committee by the researcher adding on the second page the names of evaluating committee & their signature & the following statement :

" The Research was approved on Day / Month / Year
Process of Evaluation:

1. Local Supervisory Committee of training announce a schedule for the research evaluation to all residents , date should be after the closure date of accepting research & should be before the clinical exam date.

2. Schedule of Research evaluation will be send to all Residents by an official letter from Local Supervisory Committee 

3. Each resident research should be evaluated by a panel of two evaluators appointed by Local Supervisory Committee ( Text & oral defense)  
4. The Supervisor of the resident should be encouraged to attend the oral defense & will be informed by a written letter from Local Supervisory Committee about the date & Time of defense.

5. The supervisor role is observant & will not interfere in discussion during the presence of the candidate , he can answer/ask questions after the candidate leave (HE WILL NOT MARK THE RESEARCH )
6. The total duration of defense is 1 hour  per candidate (20 minutes for presentation and 40 minutes for oral defense).
7. Marks of  Assessment of the research are for Text evaluation(60) & Oral defense of the research (40) , the final mark is 100 
8. The Research Text Evaluation format is marked out of 60 By each evaluator independently  before the oral defense.
9. The oral defense Evaluation is marked out of 40 By each evaluator  
10. Candidate must score 60% in each part & a 60% Cumulative in both parts to pass.  
11. The evaluation of the two examiners will be averaged to yield the final mark for candidate evaluation
12. In case of Revision, a detailed report should be written by the evaluating  panel and given to the Head of Local Supervisory Committee with a time plan to re-evaluate the candidate.

13.  The final evaluation worksheet should be filled and signed by both evaluators.
14. Final Research Results Sheet ( appendix-1) should be send to all residents 

15. The maximum time period for  research revision if needed is 3 months after clinical exam & submitted for evaluation by resident as above in submission & should be  re-scheduled for evaluation by local supervisory committee as above
16. All comments of the evaluators which are send to the candidate ( when the candidate pass ) should be included in a final version of research & one final hard & soft copy in PDF format should be submitted within one month of research defense .   
Saudi Specialization Certificate in Family Medicine 
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Name of the Candidate  : --------------------------------------------------------------
Research Title: --------------------------------------------------------------------------

	 
	COMPONENT
	Mark 
	CANDIDTE SCORE
	COMMENTS

	Part-1- Written Text Evaluation
	1.Originality Of Topic
	3
	
	

	
	2. Abstract  /summary  
	5
	
	

	
	3.  Aims and objectives
	5
	
	

	
	4. Literature Review
	6
	
	

	
	5.Methodology(materials & Methods)
	12
	
	

	
	6.  Results (Data analysis, Presentation) 
	12
	
	

	
	7.  Discussion , Conclusions & Recommendations
	5
	
	

	
	8. Ethical Considerations
	2
	
	

	
	9. Style, structure of the text, tables, diagrams
	5
	
	

	
	10.References
	5
	
	

	
	Total Written Evaluation
	60
	
	

	Part-2 defense
PART 11- DEFENSE
	1.  Presentation  
	10
	
	

	
	2.  Defense Discussion
	30
	
	

	Total Defense Evaluation
	40
	
	

	Total  Cumulative Mark
	100
	
	


Results : 

Pass


Revision  

Evaluator Name  :-------------------------------------------
Signature :-------------------------------
≥   60% = PASS
Under 60% = Revision     


      Recommendation
      Correction  within ----------------
Saudi Specialization Certificate in Family Medicine 
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Final Average Research Evaluation Sheet 
Name of the Candidate  : --------------------------------------------------------------

Research Title: --------------------------------------------------------------------------
 
	Component 

	MARKS
	Final

Grade

	
	Evaluator 

one
	Evaluator 

Two
	

	Written
	 
	
	

	Oral Defense
	 
	
	

	TOTAL
	 
	
	


Name Of Research Supervisor :----------------------------------------------------------------------

Results : 

Pass


Revision   

≥   60% = PASS

Under 60% = Revision    


      Recommendation








      Correction  within   ----------------
Evaluation  Panel
	Name of Evaluator


	Signature

	
	

	
	


Date :-----------------------------------
Saudi Specialization Certificate in Family Medicine 
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Name of the Candidate  : ----------------------------------------------------------------
Research Title  :  ---------------------------------------------------------------------------
	Research Component 

	Mark 
	Final Grade



	Written
	60
	

	Oral Defense
	40
	

	TOTAL
	100
	


Results : 

Pass
          Revision  

Recommendation : 

Head of local supervisory & Training  committee 
Date : --------------------------
Appendix-1
REFERENCES:
References should be relevant, up-to date, comprehensive (include regional, national and international references) and well cited, it should be also based on the formats used by the NLM in Index Medicus (Vancouver style).  The tiles of journals should be abbreviated according to the style used in Index Medicus.
ARTICLES IN JOURNALS:

1. Standard journal article

· Less than six authors:

Vega KJ, Pina I, Krevsky B. Heart transplantation is associated with an increased risk for pancreatobiliary disease.  Ann Intern Med 1996; 124:980-3).
· More than six authors:

Parkin DM, Clayton D, Black RJ, Msuyer E. Friedl HP, Ivocov E, et. Al Childhood leukaemia in Europe after Chernobyl:  5 year follow up Br. J. Cancer 1996; 74 10067-12.
2. Organization as author

· The Cardiac Society of Australia and New Zealand.  Clinical exercise stress testing.  Safety and performance guidelines.  Med J. Aust 1996; 164:192-4.

3. No author given

Cancer in South Africa (editorial). S Afr Med J. 1994;  84:15.
4. Volume with supplement

· Shen HM, Chang QF.  Risk assessment of nickel carcinogenicity and occupational lung cancer.  Environ Health Perspect 1994; 102 Suppl 1;275-82
5. Issue with supplement

· Payne DK, Sullivan MD, Massie MJ.  Women's Psychological Reaction to breast cancer.  Semin Oncol 1996; 23 (1 Suppl 2): 89-97

6. Volume with part

· Ozben T, Nacitarhan S. Tuncer N. Plasma and urine sialic acid in non-insulin dependent diabetes mellitus.  Ann  Clin Biochem 1995; 32 (Pt 3):303-6.

7. Issue with part

· Poole GH, Mills SM.  One hundred consecutive cases of flap lacerations of the leg in aging patients.

8. Issue with no volume.

· Turan I, Wredmark T. Fellaner – Tsai L. Arthroscopic ankle arthrodesis in rheumatoid arthritis.  Clin Orthop 1995 ; (320) 110-4.
9. No issue of volume

· Browell DA, Lennard TW.  Immunological status of the cancer patient and the effects of blood transfusion on antitumor responses.  Curr Opin Gen Surg 1993; 325-33.
10. Personal author(s)

· Ringsven MK, Bond D, Gerontology and Leadership Skills for Nurse, 2nd Ed. Albany (NY):  Delmar Publishers ;  1996.

11. Editor(s) or compiler(s) as author

· Normal IJ, Redfern SJ, editors.  Mental health care for elderly people.  New York Churchill Livingstone;  1996.
12. Organization as author and publisher
· Institute of Medicine (US).  Looking at the future of the Medicaid Program Washington:  The Institute;  1992.
13. Chapter in a book

· Philippine SJ, Whisnant JP.  Hypertension and Stroke.  In Laragh JH, Brenner HM, Editors.  Hypertension:  Pathophysiology.  Diagnosis and Management.  2nd Ed.  New York:  Raven Press; 1995 p. 465 – 78
14. Conference Proceedings

· Kimura J. Shibasaki H, Editors, Recent advances in Clinical Neurophysiology Proceedings of the 10th International Congress of EMG and Clinical Neurophysiology;  1995 Oct 15-19, Kyoto, Japan. Amsterdam:  Elsevier; 1996.

15. Conference paper

· Bengston S. Solheim BG.  Enforcement of data protection, privacy and security in medical informatics.  In:  Lun KC, Degoulet P. Piemme TE, Rienhoff O, editors. MEDINFO 92. Proceedings of the 7th World Congress on Medical Informatics ;  1992 Sep. 6-10;  Geneva, Switzerland.  Amsterdam:  North –Holland;  1992 p. 1561-5. 

16. Dissertation
· Kaplan SJ.  Post-hospital home health care:  the elderly's access and utilization (dissertation).  St. Louis (MO);  Washington Univ.; 1995
17. web site/on line 

· Committee for the Safety of Medicine (CSM) expert working group on the safety of selective serotonin reuptake inhibitor antidepressants, 6 Dec 2004. (accessed 15 Mar 2006).www.mhra.gov.uk  
11

