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Materials Review Score Card

Reviewer name: _________________________________ ___Date reviewed: ___________

This Material Review Score Card is used to record your evaluation of an educational material.  

	Title of Material: 
	

	Format: 
	
	Developing Agency: 
	

	Priority Area: 
	
	Language: 
	

	Age Group 
	
	Literacy Level: 
	

	Target Audience:
	

	Intended Purpose
	
	Intended age group:
	


2= Superior Rating
1=Adequate Rating
0= Not suitable
    N/A= Factor does not apply

1. CONTENT
	Factor to be rated
	Suitability Score
	Comments

	a. Seems Accurate
	
	

	b. Purpose is evident
	
	

	c. Content is about behavior change
	
	

	d. Scope is limited to key points 
	
	

	e. Summary or review included
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR SHORT/VERY SHORT MATERIALS 

	f. Can the target audience easily understand the main message(s)?
	
	

	TOTAL EARNED SCORE FOR CONTENT
	
	

	TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE FOR CONTENT

(2 points for each item you rated, don’t include N/A items)
	
	


2. LITERACY DEMAND

	Factor to be rated
	Suitability Score
	Comments

	a. Writing style appropriate and uses active voice 
	
	

	b. Uses familiar words and defines hard words.  
	
	

	c. Learning aids via “road signs” that move reader through key points (Q & A, numbers, text boxes, etc.)
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS

	TOTAL EARNED SCORE FOR LITERACY DEMAND
	
	

	TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE FOR LITERACY DEMAND

(2 points for each item you rated, don’t include N/A items)
	
	


3. GRAPHICS

	Factor to be rated
	Suitability Score
	Comments

	a. Cover page shows purpose
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS

	b. Type of graphics are appropriate
	
	

	c. Relevance of illustrations/images
	
	

	d. Lists, tables, graphs and instructive graphics clearly labeled and explained
	
	

	TOTAL EARNED SCORE FOR GRAPHICS
	
	

	TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE FOR GRAPHICS

(2 points for each item you rated, don’t include N/A items)
	
	


4. LAYOUT AND TYPOGRAPHY
	Factor to be rated
	Suitability Score
	Comments

	a. Layout is uncluttered, inviting, attractive
	
	

	b. Typography clear and easy to read 
	
	

	c. Logical sub headers used (e.g. Longer lists are partitioned into smaller groups, limited to 3-5 items each.)
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS

	TOTAL EARNED SCORE FOR LAYOUT AND TYPOGRAPHY
	
	

	TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE FOR LAYOUT AND TYPOGRAPHY

(2 points for each item you rated, don’t include N/A items)
	
	


5. LEARNING, STIMULATION, MOTIVATION

	Factor to be rated
	Suitability Score
	Comments

	a. Interaction (reader’s response) included in text and or graphics.  
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS

	b. Desired behavior patterns are modeled, shown in specific terms.  
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS

	c. Motivation & self-efficacy encouraged (e.g. task broken into doable pieces. 
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS 

	TOTAL EARNED SCORE FOR LEARNING, STIMULATION, MOTIVATION
	
	

	TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE FOR L, S, M

(2 points for each item you rated, don’t include N/A items)
	
	


6. CULTURAL APPROPRIATNESS

	Factor to be rated
	Suitability Score
	Comments

	a. Match in logic, language, experience
	
	

	b. Cultural images and visuals reflect the audience
	
	

	c. If there are examples are they culturally appropriate? 
	
	CAN BE N/A FOR VERY SHORT MATERIALS

	d. If content has been translated into another language, is the translation accurate and complete (Concepts are translated accurately).  
	
	Only use this item if you are a cultural expert.  

	e. Translation uses terms appropriate and familiar to the target audience 
	
	Only use this item if you are a cultural expert.  

	TOTAL EARNED SCORE FOR CULTURAL APPROPRIATENESS
	
	

	TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE FOR CULTURAL

(2 points for each item you rated, don’t include N/A items)
	
	


	Additional Questions: 
	

	How highly would you rate the importance of this material? 

	Not important                                                       Very Important
     1                    2                    3                   4                    5      


	Why did you give it this rating? 
 
	


	Overall comments on suitability and adaptability of material?

	

	Questions:

	

	Issues:

	

	Recommendations:

	


SCORING

	FACTORS
	Total possible score
	Total earned score

	Content

	
	

	Literacy Demand

	
	

	Graphics

	
	

	Layout and Typography

	
	

	Learning, Stimulation, Motivation

	
	

	Cultural Appropriateness

	
	

	GRAND TOTAL
	
	


	PERCENTAGE RATING
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   TOTAL EARNED SCORE ___________ X 100 = %________
TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE



	Interpretation of SAM percentage ratings:

	70-100 percent

	superior material

	40-69 percent


	adequate material

	0-39 percent


	not suitable material


	Rated as: 
	Does it needs additional revisions: 

	□ Superior Material
□ Adequate Material
□ Not Suitable Material
	□ No revision needed 

□ Minor revisions
□ Major revisions


Thank You!!! 
We are using a modified version of the Suitability Assessment of Materials (SAM) found in “Teaching Patients with Low Literacy Skills” by Doak, Doak, and Root, 2007.  Some additional items have been added from these sources:

LA Care Health Plan 2008, Materials Review Form

Tobacco Education Clearinghouse of California (TECC) 2007, Materials Review Form

County of LA Public Health, Health Education Materials Development & Review Committee (HEMDRC)













Percentage rating is calculated by dividing the total earned score, by the total possible score (subtracting the N/A factors from the total possible score).  
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