
 
 

 Recommendations to the Editor 
  
 Yes No Some Reservations 

1) Is the work original?      

2) Is the subject important?     

3) Is it appropriate for the readers of CFP?     

4) Is the writing clear, and the paper well organized?    

5) Is there any evidence of scientific misconduct     
(plagiarism, inappropriate authorship,  
duplicate publication, misrepresentation of data)? 
If yes, please specify in comments to the Editor.       

6) Do you have any conflict of interest in reviewing this paper?     
  

 The Bottom Line 
  Accept as is,  Accept with minor revisions,     
 Revise - major alterations required,  Reject - further work not worthwhile 

Please record your Confidential Comments to the Editor and Comments to the Author(s) on separate sheets.

 



 
 
 
 What we want 
 Checklist for CME update articles 
 

PRESENT INCOMPLETE ABSENT 
INTRODUCTION 
Subject to be discussed is clearly described    
Importance and relevance to family physicians is indicated    
 
QUALITY OF EVIDENCE 
Demonstrates that the information presented is based on the     
most recent and valid evidence 
Summary of the quality of evidence is given    
 
MAIN MESSAGE 
Important points are supported by references whose strength    
of evidence is described 
Controversies in the field are highlighted    
Alternative viewpoints are presented    
Justification for the stance taken by the author is given    
 
CONCLUSION 
Is justified by the information presented    
Includes a practical, take-home message    
 
REFERENCES 
Are relevant, current, complete, and accurate    
 
 Reid AJ. What we want. Part 1: CME and review articles [editorial]. Can Fam Physician 1996;42:15-7. 
 
 


