
    Table 1. Application of Glassick et al.'s Six Criteria to Evaluate Scholarship in Discovery (Traditional   

    Research) and Teaching 

	Glassick's Criterion* 



	Application to Discovery 



	Application to Teaching 




	Clear goals

	Clarity of hypotheses; importance of questions

	Clear, achievable, measurable objectives


	Adequate preparation

	Appropriate knowledge; ability to assemble necessary resources

	Up-to-date knowledge; identification and organization of an appropriate quantity and level of material specific to objectives


	Appropriate methods

	Proposed study design will answer question; appropriate statistical analysis for design

	(1) Selection of appropriate teaching methods(s) to meet defined objectives


			(2) Selection of appropriate assessment measures to evaluate outcomes


	Significant results

	Hypothesis tested and proved or disproved

	(1) Measures of quality/effectiveness of presentation


			(2) Demonstration of learners' accomplishment of objectives


	Effective presentation

	Publication or presentation in public domain

	Making results/process available to colleagues


	Reflective critique 



	Critical reflection on results to guide the direction of relevant additional research 



	Critical analysis of teaching activity that results in changes to improve 




	


	*From Glassick CE, Huber MR, Maeroff GI. Scholarship Assessed—Evaluation of the Professiorate. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass, 1997.
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