
Republic of the Philippines 

Department of Education 
SOCCSKSARGEN REGION 

SCHOOLS DIVISION OF SARANGANI 

Address: Capitol Compound, Maribulan, Alabel, Sarangani Province 
Telephone Nos.: (083) 508-2039 
Website: depedsarangani.org 
Email Address: sarangani@deped.gov.ph 
 

26 Apr 2024 

DIVISION MEMORANDUM 
SGOD-2024-044

REITERATION OF DEPED MEMORANDUM NO. 028, S. 2022 
(ADOPTING TOOLS TO IMPROVE QUALITY MANAGEMENT OF COMPLETED 

RESEARCH AT THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION) 

To: Assistant Schools Division Superintendent 
Division Research Committee Members 
District Research Committee Members 
School Research Committee Members 
All Others Concerned 

1. The Planning and Research Section of the School Governance and
Operations Division is reiterating DepEd Memorandum No. 028, s. 2022 to improve
the Quality Management of Completed Research at the Schools Division Office of
Sarangani.

2. To achieve this goal, the Research Management Guidelines rubrics will be
adopted for reviewing and appraising research proposals, monitoring research
projects, and conducting technical evaluations before accepting completed
research. This will help to prepare a division-based Research Portal/Research
Journal that requires quality control before archival.

3. Enclosed are the composition of the Schools Division Research Committee,
the templates to be used, the Suggested Format for Completed Basic and Action
Research, and other research-related information for easy reference.

4. For inquiries, contact Mr. Felipe B. Tuyogon Jr. at 
felipe.tuyogon@deped.gov.ph.

5. For the information, guidance, and appropriate action of all concerned.

RUTH L. ESTACIO PhD, CESO V 
 Schools Division Superintendent  

Encl.: As stated 
Reference: As stated 
To be indicated in the Perpetual Index 

under the following subjects: 

BUREAUS AND OFFICES 
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COMPOSITION OF SCHOOLS DIVISION RESEARCH COMMITTEE 
(Review Team for Completed Research) 

Name Position/Designation Theme/Category 
Atty. Nelyn B. Frinal Assistant Schools Division Superintendent Chairperson 
Ma. Shirley M. Cardinal Chief Education Program Supervisor - SGOD 

Co-Chairperson 
John Jerson P. Constantino Education Program Supervisor 

Member 
1A - Teaching and 
Learning (Instruction & 
Curriculum) 

Reynaldo C. Tagala Education Program Supervisor 
Member 

1B - Teaching and 
Learning (Learners, 
Assessment, Learning 
Outcomes) 

Aurelio C. Cagang Education Program Supervisor 
Member 

2 - Child Protection 

Madina Loguioman Education Program Specialist II 
Member 

3 - Human Resource 
Development 

Melodie M. Demabildo Education Program Supervisor 
Member 

4 - Governance cum 
Cross-cutting Themes 
(Disaster Risk  
Reduction Management, 
Inclusive Education, 
and Gender and  
Development) 

Annaliza A. Domingo Education Program Supervisor 
Member 

Across all Themes- 
Written in Filipino 

Felipe B. Tuyogon, Jr. Senior Education Program 
Specialist 

Secretariat/Technical 
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COMPLETED RESEARCH REVIEW SHEET 
(BASIC AND ACTION RESEARCH) 

___________________________________________________________ 
(Title of Research) 

Theme/Category: 

Proponent/s 
___________________________________ 
___________________________________ 
___________________________________ 

Name of School/District 
______________________________________________ 

EDITED BY: 

SCHOOL RESEARCH COMMITTEE 

_______________________________ ____________________________________ 
Name & Signature of Name & Signature of  
School Research Coordinator School Head 

REVIEWED BY: 

DISTRICT RESEARCH COMMITTEE 

_______________________________ ____________________________________ 
Name & Signature of Name & Signature of  
District Research Coordinator District Head 
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SCHOOLS DIVISION RESEARCH COMMITTEE (SDRC) 

FELIPE B. TUYOGON, JR. 
SEPS, Planning & Research Section 

Secretariat 

REVIEWED BY: 
(Theme/Category In-charge - only 1 signatory) 

JOHN JERSON P. CONSTANTINO REYNALDO C. TAGALA 
Education Program Supervisor  Education Program Supervisor 
Theme 1-A  Theme 1-B  

AURELIO C. CAGANG MADINA LOGUIOMAN 
Education Program Supervisor Education Program Specialist II 
Theme 2 Child Protection  Theme 3 Human Resource 
Development 

MELODIE M, DEMABILDO ANNALIZA A. DOMINGO 
Education Program Supervisor Education Program Supervisor 
Theme 4 Governance Mga Pananaliksik na Naisulat  

 sa Filipino 

Recommending Approval: 

MA. SHIRLEY M. CARDINAL 
Chief Education Supervisor - SGOD 

Approved: 

ATTY. NELYN B. FRINAL, CESO VI 
Assistant Schools Division Superintendent 
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE 

This is to certify that the (Research Title) conducted by (Name of Researcher/s) 
of (Name of School/ District) has been completed on (date of completion) and 
has been utilized at the school level to improve teaching-learning systems and 
processes.  

Upon the recommendation of the School, District, and Schools Division Research 
Committee, the research mentioned above is now accepted and approved. 

Given this ____ day of _________________ 2024 in Alabel, Sarangani Province. 

RUTH L. ESTACIO PhD, CESO V 
Schools Division Superintendent 
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SUGGESTED FORMAT OF COMPLETED BASIC RESEARCH 

I. Title Page
Name of Author 1. Bookman Old Style Font. 10pt. Bold
School/Office. Bookman Old Style. 9pt.

Name of Author 2 if applicable. Bookman Old Style Font. 10pt. Bold 
School/Office. Bookman Old Style. 9pt. 

II. Abstract
A Summary of your study with approximately 250-300 words following Hyland’s
structure for writing an abstract which covers a brief background,
purpose/objectives of the study, the methodology used, key results, and
conclusions. Use to Bookman Old Style Font in 10pt. Use 1.15 spacing The
Document must be submitted in a Word file using the prescribed format.

III. Acknowledgement
Includes persons/ entity that contributes to the completion of the research. Use to
Bookman Old Style Font in 10pt. Use 1.15 spacing. 1 page

IV. Introduction
The Introduction should give a brief background and rationale of the study.
Maximum of 25 pages. Main text/content font: Bookman Old Style. Font size:
Section heading (10pt, bold, center). Main text (10pt). Citations should be in this
format, APA style (Adamo,1980: Chen and Hwang, 1992; Tan et al., 2005). They
should be listed at the end of the paper in Alphabetical Order.

V. Literature Review
The Section should provide relevant Developments in the Literature to date.
Theoretical underpinnings of the study can be included in this section. Main
text/Content font: Bookman Old Style, Font size; Section Heading (10 pt, bold,
center) Main text (10 pt.).

VI. Research Questions
This section should identify the objectives or research questions of the study
Main text/Content font. Bookman Old Style, Font size: Section Heading (10 pt.,
bold, center). Main text (10 pt).

VII. Scope of the Study
This section should determine the scope of the study. Main text/Content font
Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section Heading (10 pr. bold, center). Main text (10
pt.).
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VIII. Research Methodology
This section should discuss the Design, Sampling, Data Collection,
Instrument/Tools, Ethical Issues, Data Analysis and Interpretation.
text/Content font: Bookman Old Style, Font size: Section Heading (10 pt. bold,
center), Subsection Heading ((10 pt. bold, left) Main text (10 pt.).

IX. Discussion of Results and Recommendations
Results should be discussed thoroughly but concisely in this section with the aid of
figures and tables whenever necessary. This section must also summarize the key
findings and recommendations of the study and describe potential areas for further
research. Main text/Content font: Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section Heading
(10 pt. bold, center), Subsection Heading (10 pt., hold, left) Main text (10 pt.).
Tables should follow APA 7th edition citation and formatting.

X. Dissemination and Advocacy Plans
Describe how are you going to disseminate the result of your study. The Utilization
of the Data for Future Research. Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section Heading
(10 pr. bold, center). Main text (10 pt.).

XI. References
APA style (Adamo,1980: Chen and Hwang, 1992; Tan et al., 2005). They should be

listed at the end of the paper in Alphabetical Order. 

Appendices 
- Samples of Answered questionnaires (optional), evidence of data gathered, etc.
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SUGGESTED FORMAT OF COMPLETED ACTION RESEARCH 

I. Title Page
Name of Author 1. Bookman Old Style Font. 10pt. Bold
School/Office. Bookman Old Style. 9pt.

Name of Author 2 if applicable. Bookman Old Style Font. 10pt. Bold 
School/Office. Bookman Old Style. 9pt. 

II. Abstract
A summary of your study with approximately 250-300 words following Hyland's
structure for writing abstracts which covers brief background, purpose/objectives
of the study, the methodology used, key results, and conclusions. Use Bookman
Old Style Font in 10 pt. Use 1.15 spacing. The document must be submitted in a
Word file using the prescribed format.

III. Acknowledgment
Includes persons/ entity that contributes to the completion of the research. Use to
Bookman Old Style Font in 10pt. Use 1.15 spacing. 1 page

IV. Context and Rationale
The introduction should give a brief background and rationale of the study.
Maximum of 25 pages. Main text/Content font: Bookman Old Style. Font size:
Section Heading (10 pt. bold, center), Main text (10 pt). Citations should be in this
format, APA style (Adamo, 1980; Chen and Hwang, 1992: Tan et al., 2005). They
should be listed at the end of the paper in alphabetical order.

V. Action Research Questions
This section should identify the objectives or research questions of the study.
Main text/Content font: Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section Heading (10 pt,
bold, center). Main text (10 pt.).

VI. Innovation, Intervention, and Strategy
This section should determine the innovation, intervention, and strategy of the
study. Man text/Content fonts Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section Heading (10
pt. bold. center), Main text (10 pt.)

VII. Action Research Methods
This section should discuss the Participants/Sources of Data and Information,
Data Gathering Methods, Instruments/Tools, Data Analysis and
Interpretation. Main text/Content font: Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section
Heading (10 pt. bold, center), Subsection Heading (10 pt. bold, left) Main text (10
pt.).

VIII. Discussion of Results Findings
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Results should be discussed thoroughly but concisely in this section with figures 
and tables whenever necessary. Main text/Content font: Bookman Old Style. Font 
size: Section Heading (10 pt., bold, center), Subsection Heading (10 pt., bold, left) 
Main text (10 pt.). Tables should follow APA 7th edition citation and formatting. 

XI. Action Plan and Timeline
This section must discuss the action plan and timeline. Main text/Content font:
Bookman Old Style. Font size: Section Heading (10 pt., bold, center). Subsection
Heading (10 pt. bold, left) Main text (10 pt.). Tables should follow APA 7 edition
citation and formatting

X. References
APA style (Adamo,1980: Chen and Hwang, 1992; Tan et al., 2005). They should be
listed at the end of the paper in Alphabetical Order.

Appendices: 
- Samples of Answered questionnaires (optional), evidence of data gathered, etc.
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DepEd MEMORANDUM
No. , s.2O22

ADOPTING TOOLSI TO IMPROVE QUALTTY MATTAGEMENT OF COMPLETED
RESEARCII AT TIIE DEPARTMEITT OF EDUCATION

Undersecretaries
Assistant Secretaries
Bureau and Service Dtectors
Regional Directors
Schools Division Superintendents
Public Elementary and Secondary School Heads
All Others Concerned

2. The RMG and Research Portal defrne quality management procedures in
research. Particularly, t}re RMG adopts the rubric for appraising research proposals
and mandates the monitoring of research project implementation and conduct of
technical evaluation prior to acceptance of completed research. On tJle other hand,
the Research Portal requires the quality control of its contents prior to archival in
the platform. However, results from monitoring and consultation activities have
indicated that these procedures could be signilicantly improved.

3. Consistent with DO 16, s. 2017 and DO 14, s. 2022, DepEd issues this
Memorandum instituting the use of the Quality Control Checklist for Completed
Basic arrd Action Research. This is expected to improve the implementation of the
technica.l evaluation and provision of technical assistance of the RMG as well as
quality control of Research Porta,l content by providing supplemental guidance to
research committees and concerned DepEd offrces across governance levels in
evaluating completed research for acceptance and archiving.

4. For more information, please contact the Plannlng Servlce-Policy Research
aad Development Dlvlsloa, 2nd Floor, Alonzo Building, Department of Education
Central Office, DepEd Complex, Meralco Avenue, Pasig City through email at
ps.prd@deped.gov.ph, or at telephone number (O2l 8633-7257.

DepEd Complex, Meralco Avenue, Pasig City 1600 P fl 4636-4476 I 4637 -6209 a

To:

1. The Department of Education (DepEd) continues to strengthen the culture of
research and evidence-based decision-making in basic education. Corollary to this,
it issued DepEd Order (DO) No. 16, s.2Ol7 titled Research Management Guidelines
(RMG) to establish a comprehensive framework for managing research including the
Basic Education Research Fund (BERF), and DO 14, s.2022 to establish E-Saliksik
as its olficial portal of education research.

8633-7208/8633 7 224 I 4632 - 1 36 | www.deped.gov.ph



5. Immediate dissemination of this Memorandum is desired.

Secretary

Encl.:
As stated

Reference:
DepEd Order (No. O16, s.2O17)

To be indicated in the Perpetua-l Index
under tlle following subjects:

BUREAUS AND OFFICES
MONITORING AND EVALUATION
OFFICIALS
PROCEDURE
PROGRAMS
PRO.]ECTS
RESEARCH OR STUDIES

MCD-I/APA/MPC, DO Adoptinq Tools to loorove Oualitv Manasement...
0O9O - March 30, 2022

BRIONES



INSTRUCTIOIS ON TIIE USE OF QUALITY CONTROL CHECKLISTS F'OR
COMPLETED BASIC AND ACTION RESEARCH

The Department of Education (DepEd) developed the Quality Control Checklist (QCC)
for completed basic and action research to reinforce quality control in research
management as per DepEd Order 16 s.2Ol7 known as the Research Management
Guidelines (RMG) and quality control of Research Portal content as per DepEd Order
14 s.2022. Particularly, it provides specific criteria and serves as a tool in evaluating
the quality of completed research for acceptance and archiving in the Research
Portal. It can also be used to identi! the areas for technical assistance to
researchers.

The QCC also complements existing standards of the RMG such as the rubric for
appraising research proposals and minimum requirements of research report.

I. Scope of Use

The QCC shall be used in evaluating the quality of completed studies for:

a Acceptaace of BERF-funded reseatch by research commlttees
Btartlng W 2022. The QCC shall determine whether the completed
research meets the minimum standards required for acceptance per
DepEd Order 16, s. 2017; and

Arehtvlng ln thG Reseerch Portal as stipulated la DepEd Order 14,
s 2022.

The QCC shall also be employed in identiSing areas for technical assistance
to grantees/researchers.

In recognition of the key differences between tJ:e types of education research
as per the RMG, two (2) different checklists with broadly similar criteria shall
be used - one for completed basic research (Annex l) and the other for
completed action research (Annex 2). Both quality control checklists have the
following parts:

a. Iaformatlon sheet - contains basic information relating to the
completed research and its proponents / grantees in a standardized
format for ease of processing and archival.

Score sheet - contains the details of the quality review and the
sum.mary of evaluation results. It identifies the decision of the
evaluator/s relative to the acceptance and/or archiving of the evaluated
research.

ChecLlist - contains the criteria and standards of a quality research.
While they capture the key dilferences of basic and action research,
both checklists have broadly similar criteria and define quality research
with 4Cs, namely:

b

b

C

II. Type and Componeats ofthe QCC

(Enclosure to DepEd Memorandum No.          , s. 2022)



(1) Credible - the research is rigorous, transparent and consistent;
(2) Communicable - the research is communicable and accessible;
(3) Contributory - the research is relevant, original, and generalizable,
and (4) Conforming - the research is aligrred with regulations, ethical
and sustainable.

Instruction gulde - contains the definition of the criteria in the
checklist including their sub-characteristics, as well as the guide in
determining the scale for evaluation. It is provided to ensure that
evaluators are properly guided in evaluating completed research using
the checklist. Eva.luators shall examine hotstically; they should use the
criteria to evaluate every research in its entirety rather than breaking
it up into individual parts.

IfI. Guldellnes in Uelng the QCC

The following guidelines shall be observed in using the quality control
checklists:

a. General

Consistent with the functions of research managers in the RMG, the
following guidelines shall be observed in using the QCC for both the
acceptance and archiving of research in the Research Portal:

In light of their mandate on research management, the National
and Regional Research Committee (RRC) Secretariats and/or t}te
Planning Service - Policy Research and Development Division
(PS-PRD) and the Regional Office - Poliry, Planning and Research
Division (RO-PPRD) shall accomplish the QCC as a single body,
i.e. one (1) checklist for the Secretariat or oflice. While they have
the accountability in accomplishing the tool, they may engage
one or more evaluators of completed research. If two or more
evaluators will be engaged, evaluators sha-ll deliberate towards a
consensus regarding the comments/inputs to be a'rrd record
their comments/inputs on each checklist item for the
researcher's reference. "Consensus" shall be construed as a
decision arrived at by all evaluators deciding togetJrer. They may
establish their own rules of procedure by which the single
checklist shall be accomplished, on the condition that these
rules are disseminated to all stakeholders concemed. However,
the RO-PPRD/RRC Secretariat shall furnish a copy of these
procedures to PS-PRDD for oversight purposes. Also, no
evaluator with conflict of interest relative to the research for
evaluation shall be engaged.

In accomplishing the Remarks section, eva.luators shall provide
comments/inputs/recommendations as comprehensive as
possible and specifu the concerned section/part and page of the
manuscript, as applicable.

The checklist shall be used alongside the instruction guide. As
they familiarize themselves with its use and gain confidence in

1

2

3

d.



their assessment abilities, evaluators may eventually be able to
use the checklist without the aid of the instruction guide.

b. Eealuathg BERF-fuaded research for acceptance startlng FY2O22

Consistent with Section V-B-vii of the RMG, the Secretariat of the
Nationa-l and Regional Research Committees sha-lI use the QCC in the
technica.l evaluation of completed research for acceptance, to wit:

For completed research under FY 2022 and onwards, tJre
Secretariat and evaluators shal1 use and accomplish the
appropriate QCC in the technical eva.luation of completed basic
or action research.

On the decision in the score sheet, they shall accomplish both
"FOR ACCEPIANCE" and "FOR ARCHIVING". Completed
research reports submitted for acceptance sha1l pass the
technical evaluation only if they are marked as "Fully Evident"
across all criteria. In accomplishing the decision box "FOR
ARCHIVING", evaluators sha.ll refer to the tiers of disclosure,
namely: General Public Disclosure and Limited Public
Disclosure, in DepEd Order 14 s.2022.

Accordingly, the Secretariat shall endorse the completed
research which passed the technica-l evaluation with the
accomplished QCC to the Regional/National Research
Committee for their review ald acceptance. The Research
Committee may use the minimum quality standa-rds of the QCC
in evaluating the completed research. If it has no other
inputs/comments/recommendations, the Regional/ Nationa1
Research Committee shall accept the research. Otherwise, the
completed research shall be returned to the researcher / grantee
for revision.

If the completed research did not meet all the criteria of the
QCC, the Secretariat shall return the completed research and
accomplished QCC to the researcher/ grantees for revision and
resubmission until such time the completed research meets the
minimum quality standards as per the QCC. To this end, the
Secretariat, in coordination with the concerned research
coordinator, is encouraged to provide the necessar5z technical
assistance to researchers/grantees.

For accepted research using the QCC, there is no need for another
quality control using the similar tool ald standards for its archival.

Annex 3 illustrates tJle process flow in eva-luating completed research
using the QCC for acceptance.

1

2

3

4

5. A11 completed research which was accepted by the Research
Committee shall be appropriately archived consistent with the
DepEd Orders 14 s.2O22 and 16 s. 2017.



The Secretariat of the Schools Division Research Committee may also
adopt the QCC as a tool in identifying comments/recommendations,
and areas for technical assistance to grantees/researchers as the latter
complete / finalize theil. research.

c Qualtty coatrol of BERF-funded researches prlor to Ft2O22

Consistent with Sections VI and VII of DepEd Order 14 s.2022, content
uploaders, the RO-PPRD and Central Oflice PS-PRD, shall use the QCC
in evaluating the quality of completed BERF-funded research prior to
FY2O22 in the manner described to wit:

l. The RO-PPRD/PS-PRD sha-ll use and accomplish the QCC in the
quality control of BERF-funded researches prior to FY2O22 for
archiva-l in the Research Portal.

On the decision in the score sheet, they shall accomplish "FOR
ARCHIVING". Completed research reports submitted for archiving
in the Research Portal shall pass the quality control only if they are
marked as "Fully Evident" across all criteria. The RO-PPRD/PS-
PRD sha-lI classify the appropriate tier of disclosure of the research
consistent with DepEd Order 14 s. 2022. Accordingly, the RO-
PPRD/PS-PRD shall request the appropriate archival of the
research in the Research Portal. The full report/paper of research
tllat is classified for Limited Public Disclosure shall be archived
through other established mechanisms such as offline.

Annex 4 illustrates ttre process flow in the quality control of BERF-
funded research prior to FY2O22 for archival in the Research Portal.

d. Quality control of nou-BERF fuaded researches for archlval ia tbe
Portal

Consistent with Sections VI and VII of DepEd Order 14 s. 2022, non-
BERF researches can be archived in the Portal when their
authors/owners gave consent and upon compliance with the quality
standards of DepEd. Hence, the RO-PPRD and PS-PRD, shall use the
QCC in evaluating the quality of non-BERF funded researches for
archiving in the Research Portal in the manner described to wit:

1. The RO-PPRD/PS-PRD shall use and accomplish the QCC in the
quality control of non-BERF funded research for archiving in the
Research Porta.l.

2. On the decision in the score sheet, they shall accomplish both the
decision "FOR ACCEPTANCE" and "FOR ARCHIVING". For this type
of research, "FOR ACCEPTANCE" pertains to the acceptance of the

2

3. The RO-PPRD/PS-PRD may also coordinate with the
researcher/ grantee if the latter is willing to revise and resubmit the
completed research in light of the frndings of the QCC. The RO-
PPRD/PS-PRD shall review the revised research using the QCC for
archiving in the Research Portal.



research for archiving in the research portal, while "FOR
ARCHIVING" pertains to the archiving in the Portal.

3. Non-BERF funded research reports shall be accepted only if they
are marked as "Fully Evident" across a-11 criteria. Upon acceptance,
evaluators shall determine the appropriate tier of disclosure
consistent with DepEd Order 14 s. 2022. Accordingly, the RO-
PPRD/PS-PRD shall request the appropriate archival of the
research in the Portal. The fuIl report/paper of research that is
classified for Limited Public Disclosure shall be archived through
other established mechanisms such as offline.

If the completed research did not meet all the criteria of the QCC,
the RO-PPRD/PS-PRD shall retum the completed research and
accomplished QCC to the researcher/s for the possible revision and
resubmission.

Annex 5 illustrates the process flow in the quality control of non-BERF
funded research using tJ:e QCC for archival in the Research Portal.

Iv. Support Mechaalsm

2. Moaltorlag aad Improving tbe QCC - The PS-PRD with the RO-PPRD
and SDO-SGOD shall gather feedback on the use of the QCC including
challenges encountered from stakeholders.

As necessar5r, the PS-PRDD shall initiate the revision of the QCC to
reflect the requirements of research management.

4

1. Cascading the QCC - The PS-PRD with the RO-PPRD and Schools
Division OIIice - School Governance and Operations Division (SDO-
SGOD) shall disseminate the QCC widely and conduct orientations on
its use, so that this may be cascaded to members of the Research
Committees and potential researchers.
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Alnex 1 - Qualtty Coatrol ChcckllEt for Conplcted Be.lc Rcrcarch

INSTRUCTION GT'IDE TOR EVAIUATORS

This instruction guide is provided to ensure that evaluators are properly guided in evaluating
completed basic resea-rch reports based on the identified criteria namely: Credible, Contributory,
Communicable, and Conforming. These four (4) criteria were derived from the framework of
Mar-tensson et al. (2015) on what constitutes quality reseaich.

Each criterion artd its sub-characteristics have been defiaed accordingly. Dva.luators shall examine
holistically; they should use the criteria to evaluate every research in its entirety rather than
breaking it up into individual parts.

Evaluators shall note that sections of non-BERF research may be structured diflerently (e.9.
different section names from what are indicated in the DepEd RMG)

Gulde ln dctcrDhiag the rc.lc

The evaluator sha.ll be guided with the following instructions in determioiog tie scale for each
statement in the given criterion:

(a) Put a check (0) mark in the box under the column NE (Not Evident) if the research, or all
relevant s€ctions, doca lot avldcllUy rcfcct the statements for each given criterion

(b) Put a check (01 mark in the box under the column PE (Partially Evident) if the research, or
one (l) or more relevant sections doGr not cvldcluy ahor the given criterion

(c) Put a check (01 mark in the box under the column FE (FuUy Evident) if the research or all
relevant sections evldeauy ahor the given criterion

Note that the completed basic reseaich Eg!!EegE9_g!LEE_!!!!E! to be eligible for acceptance

Guldc ln urdctrtrldllg crch crltcdotr

Research is CREDIBLE when it is rigorous, transparent, and consistent, that is: {a) Rieorous -
research that is context-responsive, intemally valid, and reliable; (b) Transoarent - research whose
methods can be examined or replicated based on the researcher/ s' truthful documentation; and
(c) Consistent - research whose componenls are logically aligned and make a coherent set of
arguments.

Itcm 7 - ?ht comrrl"tcd b?.alc 
"cao.rch l,d,rttclrr.It t ln a tcrrol.Irlg arJd,/or poficg dlrcust o

bg cll7ng 
"alatottt 

thcorlet and,lor stud,'t. Research is most elfective when it contributes to a
discussion of theoretica.l and/or practical problems. By flrst listening to what other reseaichers
are saying a.d then providing critical and creative comment on it, reseatchers can make a
convincing case for the conduct of their research ard justify its potential contribution to that
discussion (Bloomberg & Volpe, 2OO8). References to other studies a-re most frequently found in
the Literature Review but should also appea-r all throughout the pape.'s other sections. (For
exarnple, researchers may justify elements of their res€arch design by referrinS to other simila-r
studies.) The studies referenced and their authors should be properly credited through referencing
and citation that follows the rules of their chosen style guide (see Item 14).

Itam 2 - Tha cornpld.d. h.'lc r.rcatch ut|lrcs a tasacarch des,gn tho't ls cottrct qnd.
d.rtptorrrldte ld th, r.tcd,r.h quert o t .Ind, co tatlt. Here, "research design" refers to tle
overall atiates/ that the reseaicher/s has/have chosen to €urswer their research questions,
especially in gathering, measuring, and analyzing data. Resesrch designs must strike a
satisfactory balance between requirements of the resea-rch problem (i.e. correctness) and any
constraints faced by the researcher (i.e. appropriateness). Researcher/s should demonstrate that
their design choices are based on a sufficient understandiDg ofthe related literature and a truthful
assessment of personal limitations based on their context and available resources.

Itcr 3 - ?he corirtLtcd. bd'lc rcsea,rch d.acdbc, the choccn r..eatch dcslg^ dnd. r.sultl^g
reseq;'ch ptoccssca ln a, m.rn et that ls u^darsto,rld.qDL to othar tcaeqrchc,rs condtrctlng
slr,,lr(It work Research is credible when its processes are shown to be consistently replicable or
repeatable (Hubbard, 2016). If findings are shown to be consistent across multiple studies, the
more likely ttrey are to be accepted as true. Replication protects a8ainst false or misleading findings
caused by Tjape 1 errors (false positives), Type 2 errors (false negatives), and fraud, among others.
Item 3 requires that the res€archer/s include a description of the chosen research design and all
steps in the research process that are written in the plainest possible language.



Anncx I - Qudfty Control Chcckllst for Complcted Baslc Rcscarch

It m 4 - fh. complctcd. bq.slc r.teqrch k urr'rtac^ ln a urag thqt ts lndlc(fiue of coh.rcnt
rescq;'.ch pla,4nlng. Item 4 requires that a quality resesJch report ensures that the research title,
rationale/significance, research questions, alrd reseaich design are logically aligned.

Itam 5 - Ttlc b(Islc rcaa(Irch usca qlrd;tntltdJ,,E (statlstlcal) dnd,lor quo,llta'thE
(th.rnatTc/cofi.nt (Inq,lgrls, proccrs ttqclng) tools that an .Ilrpropr'r(It to tt r.sca,rch
qucttlort q d. daslgn to ortq,gae d&a- The researcher/s' choice of a quantitative, qualitative, or
mixed methods research design should reflect the nature of the research question they are
answer-ing. Quantitative (statistical) analysis is generally used to uncover relationships between
variables (correlation/causality), while qualitative methods are used to obtain deep
understandings of a research problem and establish relationships of cause and effect. Mixed
methods designs, while complex to undertake, combined the stengths of both quantitative and
qualitative analysis. Reseaicher/s should justi& their choice and sequencing of methods in
relation to their context and related literature.

Ite',n 5 - Th. bd,slc ne.ca'ch p/.cac'a'ts lts t'ln'dlngg l^ d. ma;n et that le acctrdte d d.l^ llne
urlth tlt t Eultl, of lts d4t4 a .rlgtsts q;nd tE slttl,/dted urlth t t rcrrlcuted d d c'lt dUt rature
d d studlc', The resea.rcher/s' discussioo of tlteir research findings must primarily be based on
observations that they have previously stated in their report. The resea-rcher/s should also be able
to interpret these lindings in a way that relates to previously conducted research (which they
should have cited in their literature review arld ottrer parts of their report.

Research is CONTRIBUTORY when it is relevant, original, and generalizable, that is: {a} Relevant
- research that is interesting, applicable, and current; (b) Original - research that has an original
idea, uses an original procedure, and produces an original result; and (c) gglglal&ablg - research
that is extemally valid.

Itcm 7 - Iha comrrlct d baslc t rcarch .,,ddrcs9,es i',sue. and chdl,..ngGa thdt are
l^t '.Gstl'^g, ^ot,G\ 

a d cufiant to the gtoup betng stt dtad. Qua-lity research should serve the
interests of the group it seeks to study. The completed basic resea-tch must sulficiently argue that
the resea.rch problem directly arises out ofissues and challenges faced by the group being studied.
Moreover, the completed basic research must show that the research process contributes to or at
least not adversely allected any progress in addressinB such issues (that is, "do no hatm').

Item 8 - ,|h. corn rleted baslc tca.(Irch reports 'caults tlldt c.ln bc uttllrcd bg at ,a(I't on.e
of th. JoIJourl^g groupt, d.c,,tlo',;,[lq,I(,"s, practltloncra, q,r,.d nl,'flbQrc of thc gtgttP b.l^g
studl"d. The completed basic reseaich must report results that other practitioners or members of
the tajget group c€rn use; that is, they can exercise their own power to act on the fmdings.
Evaluators may also check if the fDdings obtained can contribute to decision-making by people in
authority, in either a local or national context.

Itcm 9- ? h. corryrla.d. barlc rasca;rl,h 
"crrorts ^.u, 

ratults, knowlcdgc, Grtd,/or co,^.,Irrlo a
thd are ta,ttfi,obb. Evaluators must be able to assess not orlly if the results, koowledge, and/or
conclusions presented ale new, but also if thes€ are falsiliable. "New" research includes origirral
theoretical and practical contributions as well as verifications/falsifications of already existing
theories and practices. Falsifiability, as a chaiacteristic of a research finding, posits that an
assumption, conclusion or hJrpothesis is ioherently disprovable before it can be accepted as true.
To ensure that a statement is falsifiable, check if it is sT itten in a manner tttat leaves it open to
being disproved in the future, using available methods of observation. (For example, a researcher
whose hlpothesis is "All swans are black' has provided a falsifrable statement, because "All swans
are black'may be disproven once the researcher spots a white swarr.)

It m 70 - TIE cotryrlcttd ba.tlc re*4;nch ,.crrot'tt tasu,'tt or i^d,trg, t vt an orrP''lcqb,' to
a broad.r pol,'4l4llon, atd/ot urel'.tl l^ contcxt, othc,. thon tlD otl, stt dtcd. Generally,
quality research produces findings that aie externally valid; externally valid findings ar"e not only
applicabte to the study's context, but also to other contexts or populations. Encouraging
resea.rchers to come up with externally valid findings helps maximize its potential iEpact and
makes it more worthwhile to support.

Itam 77 - 7lE conpletcd bdrlc 
"r,te4nch 

contrlbutcs to thzory d,nd,/ot thc kraatlcdgc base
lot .^rrd cl'ag luatc pr(:4,tlcc. Quality research should contribute to the formulation and
refinement of theories that help us understand t}le social world's inner workings and inform future
practices. The researcher/ s' contribution to theoretical arld/or practical discussion may include
the following: formulation of a new theory, verifyilg or falsifying an existing tlteory, and expansion
of existing theory to cover new cases, among others. lf tie research satisfies Item 10, then it is
also likely to satisfy this criterion.



Atrnex I - Qualtty Control ChecLllst for Completed Baslc Research

Research is COMMUNICAfILE when it is consumable and accessible, that is: (a) Consumable -
research that is structu.ed, understandable, and readable to the group who is supposed to use it;
and (b) Accessible - research whose results are easily available to the group being studied.

Itcm 12 (The comrrleted baslc tes?(I,|ch docume'lts the rese.Irch ptocess qnd r€sults ln
dccord@'ice urlth thc p,-escrlbed. rules.) & 73 lTh. cot Utleted ba.slc rcs€.crch t tlalres
larqudge that la approprldte dnd. understandable to t E gtoup betng studtcd). The
documentation of the reseaich process AND results must comply wittr a-ll government-wide and
departmental regulations that aie relevant to the conduct of that report, depending on the fund
source, research pa-rticipants, and other considerations. At the minimum, the completed resea-rch
must comply with the provisions of the Data Privacy Act of 2012 (RA 10173), the DepEd Child
Protection Policy (DO a0 s. 2012), and t.l.e National lndigenous Peoples' Education Policy
Framework (DO 62, s. 2011). These regulations ensure that the reseaich is reported in a manner
that respects its sta-keholders' rights.

Research is CONFORMINC when it is aligned with regulations, is ettrica.l, a-nd sustainable, that is:
(a) Aliqned \dth Resulations - research that is compliant with current applicable regulations (e.g.
plagiarism, data integrity); (b) Ethicaf - resear:ch that is moralty justifiable, open, and supports
equal opportunities; and (c) Sustainable - research that promotes further scientilic inquiry and
sound policy/program recommendations.

Item 74 - Thc conwrletcd baslc teseqtch c,t4s dnd dcknourredges sources ln conJorr ltg urlth
one stgle gulde, uhether rcqutrcd b! o,'4'other quthorlt! or cratse^ bg tlrc rcscdrcher,
thtougrtout thc rescdrch patE , Quality research should be written according to rules of style
that are consistent and legible to otlters. This includes spelling, grammar, sjmtax, and the
formatting of citation, footnotes (if the chosen style guide allows it), endnotes, and bibLiographic
entries. The blending or simultaneous use of two or more style guides is strongly discouraged.
Note that these criterion statements do not refer to the formatting style utilized in the research
report (e.9. font style, font size, etc.).

Item 75 - Trtc complcted ba.src resc(lrch aecutes the jree, prlo,,, q'nd lnJonned.
d.ssent/co'tse'^t of rcsearch pd;ttlclpo,nts (qnd thelr pqtentsfiegd.l gudtdlans { the
pdtt:tctpa, ts are chlldren), The researcher/s must have obtained the free and prior informed
consent of adult pa-rticipants and report how this was done. Per the RMG, "free arrd prior informed
consent' mears that participants have freely agreed to participate in the reseaich before it has
begun in a manner free of coercion or deception. In the case of children below 18 years of age, or
adults who cannot legally consent to participating in research, the researcher/s must obtain
assent from these participalts and consent from their parents and/or legal guardians. Idealy,
participants should provide consent or assent by signing a written consent form. Oral consent or
assent, recorded or unrecorded, may also be allowed to respect cultural sensitivities or protect
vulnerable groups.

Item 76 - The corntt etcd bd.slc resedrch lnc&.&s q cleq" and teaslbrc ddtocacg pla,r,., d
dlscr.sslon oJ reco''lirn ,a'do,tlons tot tutt rc rese(,.?crt, qnd d set ol pollcg dnd,lor progrdm
rccomrne'tdartlotas. The completed basic research must provide an advocacy plarr which states
the steps to be talen by the researcher/s to ensure their results are disseminated and utilized
following the publication of tlle report. If the research tackles policy/prograrn-related issues, the
researchers must also provide policy ald/or program recommendations for specific offices. As
much as practicable, these recommendations should provide important details regarding how they
may be implemented (timeframe, resources, risks, afid safegua-rds). The potentia-l benefits of
adopting these recommendations must also be explained.

Rcfcrerces/For Further Rcadltrg:

Bloomberg, L.D., & Volpe, M. (2008). Completing Your Qualitative Dissertation: A Roadmap from
Beginning to End. Thousand Oaks, CA: SACE Publications, Inc. doi: 10.4135/97a1452226613

Creswell, J. W. (2014). Educational .eseaich: planning, conducting, and evaluating quantitative and
qualitative research (Pearson New lnternationa-l edition, 4th edition). Peaison.

Hubbard, R. (2016). The lmportance of Replication Research - Signilicant Sameness. In Hubbsrd, R.
Corrupt research (pp.97-132). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, Inc. doi:
I0.4135/978150630533

Martensson, Par., et al. (2015). Evaluating Research: A Multidisciplinar-y Approach to Assessing
Research Practice and Qua.lity. Elsevier B.V. http://dx.doi.org/10.1O16/j.respol,2015.11.OO9
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Aanex 2 - Qualtty Coltrol Checklist for CoEpleted Action Research

INSTRUCTION GT'IDE FOR EVAIUATORS

This instruction guide is provided to ensure that evaluators aie properly guided in evaluating
completed action research reports based on the identilied criteria namely: Credible, Contributory,
Communicable, and Conforming. These four (4) criteria were derived from the framework of
Maitensson et al. (2015) on what constitutes quality research.

Each criterion and its sub-characteristics have been defined accordingly. Evaluators sha-llexamine
hoUstically; they should use the criteria to evaluate every research in its entirety rather than
breaking it up into individual parts.

Evaluators shall note that sections of non-BERF research may be structured dillerently (e.g.
dilferent section names fi'oro r,hat ar:e indicated in the DepEd RMG)

culdc lD detcrEhlEg the tcsl€

The evaluator shall be guided with the following instructions in determining the scale for each
statement irt the given criterion:

(a) Put a check (0) mark in the box under the column NE (Not Evident) if the research, or all
relevant sections, docr lot cvldcttuy rcflcct the statements for each given criterion

(b) Put a check (01 mark in the box under the column PE (Pa'tially Evident) if the research, or
one (1) or more relevant sections docr not evideaUt ahoE the given criterion

(c) Put a check l0l mark in the box under the column FE (Fully Evident) if the research or all
relevant sections cvldcauy abor the given criterion

Note that the completed action research Eg!tl!!9!99_!LEE-!qg!!! to be eligible for acceptance

Research is CREDIBLE when it is rigorous, transpa-rent, and consistent, that is: (a) Riqorous -
resea-rch that is context-responsive, internally valid, and reliable; {b) IIagSDglg!]! - resea-rch whose
methods can be examined or replicated based on the researcher/ s' truthful documentation; ard
(c) Consistent - research whose components are logicalty aligned and make a coherent set of
arguments.

tt m 7 - Th. cornplct d q.tlo,tr ,.crca'.ch co',/.bl',,cs pertor^ol ,,ctlcctlon urlth ertcn@l lnslght
to ma&,a q. cornltell,,ng c.Iaa tot lntE Llgq,tlon qnd l^teflEntlotr" Research is most effective when
it contributes to a discussion of theoretical and/or practical problems. Likewise, efTective action
research (in a classroom context) creates opportunities for all involved to improve the lives of
learners and lcarn about the craft of leaming (MiIs 2014). Action researchers should be able to
reflect on a par-t of their professional practices - their area of focus - artd use these to a-rgue shy
this area offocus deserves to be the subject of research inquiry. These personal reflections may be
supplemented with insights from external sources, such as the experiences of other practitioners
or findings Aom related literature. Any edemal sources should be properly credited referencing
and citation that follows the rules ofthe researcher/ s' chosen style guide (see ltem 12). The action
researcher may also employ democratic and participatory methods (e.g., act on learners' requests)
to build a bottom-up case for conducttlg the research.

It m 2 - Tha cornpLtca, dctTo rcrc4;rc,'. u'lllte, q ncr..rfich daslgn tut l, coficct drtd
arE roprt(rte lor lni',sll'gq;tl^g t ta chor!^ qraa of tocu.r, problct4 ot lrsuc. Here, 'research
design" refers to the overall stiateg/ that the res€archer/s has/have chosen to investigate their
chosen a-rea of focus, problem, or issue, especially in gatherilg, measuring, and analyzing data.
Research designs must stdke a satisfactory balance between .equirements of ttre resedch problem
{i.e., correctness) and any constiaints faced by the res€archer (i.e. appropriateness). Action
researcher/s should demonstrate that tieir design choices are based on thoughtful .eflection on
the requiiements of their chosen aiea of focus and available resources, which may be
supplemented by insights from fellow practitioners, stakeholder inputs, or related literature.

It m 3 - Thc complct d o,.'tlo^ tcacarch dercrlbcs thc crtoa.n rcaco;'.ch dcslg^ d d rcaultl'tg
nls€(Irch pnoc.as.,s l^ q m(Innc,. th4:t ls u derst4'Ad.IbL to othat tcd.chcrs Pl4 ntn,g,lrrttldr
lntantcntlo^t d d reg,cq,tchars co dllctl'.I;g slmll.It uro'k Resea-rch is credible when its
processes are shown to be consistently replicable or repeatable (Hubbard, 2016). If findings are
shown to be consistent across multiple studies, the more likely they are to be accepted as true
Replication protects against false or misleading findings caused by Tlpe t errors (false positives),
Type 2 errors (false negatives), and fraud, among others. ltem 3 requiies that the reseaicher/s
include a description of the chosen research design and all steps in the research process that are

Gulde lr undcEtaDdhg each crlterloa



Annex 2 - Quallty Control Checklist for Completed Actlon Researcb

written in the plainest possible language so that they ca-Ir be scrutinDed arrd repeated by others.
Consistent with Item 4 below, the action reseaichers should also report challenges arrd setbacks
to their research, and any changes made to their previous plans as a result.

Item 4 - The corrEtlctcd dctlon resed,,-ch srrol,ls tl@t t E resedrchcr/s l@tE lolloued the
Retaect-Pla -ActObserve cgproach ln thelr rcscd'crL Quality action research must show that
the researchers have followed the four-step "spiraling" process described by scholais of action
research, summarized as Reflect-Plan-Act-Observe. First, practitioner-researchers reflect on their
professiona-l practices by analyzing available data and noting how these practices can be improved.
Second, they plar out innovations on their practices. Third, they act by implementing these
innovations. And fourth, they obscrve by cotlecting more data on their innovations that they can
then use to reflect on their practices once more, beginning the spiral anew. Action reseaichers who
follow these processes are more likely to fulfill the goals of their inquiry.

Itcm 5 - The qctlor. rcseqrch uscs quqntltdlve lstq,t'l3ltcdr) dnd,/ot quallto,titE
(t E nqttc/contznt anq.lysls, ptocess trqclAg) tools th4t dte artproprlot to the ,.esedrch
quesl,lon and deslgn to analgEc dot4. The researcher/s' choice of a quantitative, qualitative, or
mixed methods research design should reflect the nature of the research question they are
answering. Quantitative (statistical) analysis is generally used to uncover relationships between
variables {correlation/causa.tity), while qualitative methods are used to obtain deep
understandings of a research problem and establish relationships of cause and effect. Mixed
methods designs, while complex to undertake, combine the strengths of both quantitative and
qua.litative analysis. Researcher/s should justify their choice ald sequencing of methods in
relation to their context and related literature.

Item 6 - Th. d.ctlo't reseo,rch ficflects o4 lts own frn'dlrtgs ln q mq,|'',,er that ls dccurat dnd.
cortslstelt uttth thc results oJ thelr d,qtq, cnclgsls qnd ergqgcs unth E resedtcher/s'
understd'r'dl'tg o.f the arcd of toc'tts. The researcher/s' discussion of theii research findings
must primarily be based on observations that they have previously stated in their report. In the
spirit oI self-improvement associated with action research, researcher/s should also be able to
reflect these findings in a way that relates to their previous experiences with the area of focus,
external insights, or previously conducted resea-rch (the Iatter two if the researcher has chosen to
include them in their report). Action resea-rcher/s employing democratic participation may also
include the reflections of tleir stakeholders.

Resea-rch is CONTRTBUTORY 1{hen it is relevant, original, ajrld genetalizable, that is: (a) Relevant
- research that is interesting, applicable, and current; (b) Orisinal - research that has an original
idea, uses an original procedure, and produces an original result; and (c) Generalizable - reseaich
that is externally valid.

Itcm 7 - Trt co',^ tlctad actlo rescqrch qd.dresscs 'reql" a d crlstlng lssucs qnd
chalLr.gcs ldentt.fied by lb ct4r'errolders. As medtioned in ltem 1, ellective action research
creates opportunities for all involved to improve the lives of learners and learn about tlte craft of
leaming (Mills 2014). The completed action reseaich must sulficiently argue that the research
problem directly arises out of issues and challenges that staleholders face in the present and
consider in need of addressing or solving. Depending on the theoretical perspective of the action
researcher/s, they may arrive at theii choice of issues ald challenges th.ough either: a
professional determination made by the teacher-researcher, o. the democratic participation of
those involved in the resealch (Mins 201a). Moreover, the completed action research must sho$
that the research process contributes to or at least not adversely allected any progress in
addressing such issues (t.l.at is, "do no harm").

Itcm 8 - Th. cot t rletcd 4ctlo'4 
'.esca,-ch 

reports 
'icu, 

tesatlts, knoulcdge, qrd/or co'acl,rslo'trs
thd arc ta,lslJiehle; thls lncludes orlgindl thEorctlcdl d,rtd. pr(Ictlcgl confrb,rflo'ts as urcll
as ut'tficattons/fels{rlc.rfions oI d.beadg exlstl'trg t Eorles dnd, p"q,ctlces. Evaluators must
be able to assess not only if the results, knowledge, and/or conclusions presented are new, but
also if these are falsiliable. Falsifiability, as a chaiacteristic of a research finding, posits that an
assumption, conclusion, or hypothesis is inherently disprovable before it can be accepted as true.
To ensure that a statement is falsifiable, check if it is written in a manner that leaves it open to
being disproved in the future, using available methods of observation. (For example, a researcher
whose hypothesis is "Al1 swars are black" has provided a falsifrable statement, because "All swans
are black'may be disproven once the researcher spots a white swan.)

Item 9 - The coritr lcted dctlo'a resea:r.ch report-s rcsults th4t cortttibrltz to the pro.fesslorl.al
dctglopmeit oj lts ptoportcrtts ot thelr peets; declslon-,'n,.lke,rs; or t E utevate oJ othet
st(Ikchold,cis. T}j,e completed action research must report results that its stakeholders can act on
to improve their welfare. Tlpes of results include the following: formulation of a new theory,
verirying or falsifying an existing theory (either as a whole or in specific contexts), expansion of
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existing theory to cover new cases, and evaluation ofan intervention, among otiers. These findings
must inform one or more of the following: practitioners' refinement of future practices;
management decisions; or other stakeholders' individual or collective actions. Evaluators may also
check if the findings obtained can contribute to decision-making by people in authority, i! either
a local or national context.

Research is COMMUNICAEILE when it is consumable and accessible, that is: (a) Consumable -
research that is structured, understandable, and readable to lhe group who is supposed to use it;
and (b) Accessible - research whose results are easily avai.lable to the group being studied.

Research is CONFoRMING when it is atigned with regulations, is ethical, and sustaioable, that is:
(a) Alisted with Resulations - research that is compliart with current applicable regulations (e.8.,
plagiarism, data integrity); (b) Ethical - resedch tllat is morall. justifiable, open, and supports
equal opportunities; and (c) Sustainable - research that promotes further scientific inquiry and/or
sound policy/program recomBendations.

Itef,tr 72 - Th. conpLtcd actlo t 
'.o,,.ch 

crtc, ettd, (Iak'4owlcdgc. sounars 11 co4fomltg
ttt th onc stylc guld',, 

'r'/hethcr 
r"qultcd bg g,'noth.r @tt @rlty or chor€n bg thc rasco,tchcr,

tt roughottt t u r.*alrch pqrt"r. Quality research should be written according to rules of style
that are consistent and legible to others. This also includes spelling, gramma-r, slantax, and the
formattiig of footnotes (if the chosen style guide allows it), endnotes, and bibliographic entries.
The blending or sirnultaneous use of two or more style guides is strongly discouraged. Note that
these criterion statements do not refer to the formatting style utiliz€d in the reseaich report (e.9.

font style, font size, etc.)

Itcm 73 - Thc corn rletcd d,ctlo'tr rcscanch sccures tE lree, prlor,(Ind l4formcd
q.tcrtt/col,,c€',]t ol t tc(lrch partl'clrra Lt (d d th.tt pqtentsfi.gdl g!,irrdl4ltrs l, th.
pqt-Clclpa t arc chlldrcnl. The reseaicher/s must have obtained the Iree a-nd prior informed
consent of adult paiticipants atrd leport how this was done. "Free and prior informed consent"
meals that participants have freely agreed to participate in the res€arch bcforc it has begun ir! a
manaer free of coercion or deception. [n the case of children below l8 yea-rs of age who cannot
legally consent to paiticipating in research, the reseaicher/s must obtain assent from minor
participants aJtd consent from their" parents and/or legal guardians. Ideally, paiticipants should
provide conseot or assent by signing a written consent form. Oral consent or assent, lecorded or
unrecorded, may also be allowed to respect cultural sensitivities or protect vulnerable Sroups.

Itcm 74 - Irtclud.s a clear a',,d tcaslblc qctlo'a pr4,'^, dnd ttol,,,ts to oltPo"tu ltics tot Juare
lnt raE^tlons a;nd studlet. The completed action reseatch must provide an action plan which
describes the researcher's next planned interventions and steps the reseatcher/s will be taking to
ensure their results are disseminated and utilized by the appropriate acto.s following the
publication and/or presentation of the report. The action plan should also identify ways in which
the frndings ofthe research may be better understood and provide suggestions on further reseaich
projects or interventions.

Roferences/For Further Rcadirg:

Creswell, J. w. (2014). Educational research: planning, conductinS, and evaluating quantitative and
qualitative res€arch (P€arson Ner^r International edition, 4th edition). Peaison.

Hubbard, R. (2o16). The Importance of Replication Research - Signifrcant Sarueness. ln Hubbard, R.

Corrupt research (pp.97-132). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, tnc., doi:
10.4135/97815063O533

Martensson, Par., et al. (2015). Evaluatiog Reseaich: A Multidisciplinary Approach to Assessing
Research Practice and Quality. Elsevier B.V. http://dx.doi.or8/lO.lO16/j.respol.2o15.l1.O09

Itarn 70 l7h2 corryta.t d. .rctlo ra'.i,fch docurncntt tha t raatch proccsa 4rtd ratults ln
(rccordq:ncc wlth t t prcsctihcd ,a,lcs.t & 77 (lha corrqtLt d dctlo rcrco;rch utlrLes
,anguqgc th.& ls drtptoprlate .,I^d, und.rtt4rtdabL to th. group H,ng studaed), The
documentation of the research process AND results must comply with all government-wide and
departmental regulations that aie relevant to the conduct of that report, depending on the fund
source, res€arch participants, and other considerations. At the minimum, the completed research
must comply with the provisions of the Data Privacy Act of 2012 {RA 10173), the DepEd Child
Protection Polcy (DO 40 s. 2012]., and the National Indigenous Peoples' Education Policy
Framework (DO 62, s. 201.1). These regulations ensure that the research is reported in a maffter
that respects its stakeholders' rights.
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Mills, G. E. (2014). Action research: A guide for the teacher researcher (sth ed.). Pearson.
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