1. Yourself and your web browser

Sometimes websites behave differently according to the web browser being used. Please tell
us the exact browser and version that you have used in preparing this review (e.g. Internet
Explorer (LLE) 6.0 or IE 7.0, Mozilla Firefox etc). This can be found in most browsers by
clicking on the “Help” tab and selecting the “About”... option. In the case of Firefox,
Flocks, Opera, simply put “Firefox”, “Flocks”, “Opera” as appropriate.

Name of author:

Resource being reviewed: (e-g Full URL name of the web resource site being reviewed)

Please identify your browser software and version:

2. Standardization of layout

Is the layout/navigation consistent throughout
the site?

Yes/no

Remedial work required? (please comment)

Would you recommend any major changes or improvements to the current layout? (please comment)

Have templates been used to control page
appearance

Yes/no

How readily could a blank template be added for a new page within the site?

Have templates been used consistently throughout the site? (Please explain to which pages this may

apply)

Does the site incorporate an institutional style
or visual identity

Yes/no — please specify

Please comment

Do you think a style sheet needs to be available
before adding content into existing pages?

Yes/no

Is any special expertise required for site
management? (For example, familiarity with a
particular scripting language or database system)

Yes/no — please specify




Is there any document uploading facility on the
site?

Yes/no — please specify

Have third party services (e.g. web design
agency external to your ESRC project funding)
been used in creation of the site?

Yes/no

If yes, could you please provide the names of external contributors as this may affect IPR aspects of

the site.

Please explain if there was any specific reason for using third party services

3. Type of Documents

Could you identify the types of documents
contained in this site e-g PDF, PPT, Audio,
Video or even EXEs?

Please list all types used

4. Broken Links

We will run automated link-checking software on this site to identify any broken links. We do
not therefore need you to duplicate this task. However, if you are aware of important broken
links (for example a link to a major website external to the resource under review) and from
your expert knowledge of the subject area, you are able to tell us the correct link or an
appropriate alternative, it would be helpful if you would tell us. You do not need to record
here any broken links within the current website as we will handle these automatically.

Page in this site containing
broken link (either the URL or
page title)

Description of broken link
(either the URL or the text
describing the link)

Suggested alternative or
correction

5. Secure Area & Portability (please comment if applicable)

Is there any login/user area/protected space
etc on the site?

Yes/no — please specify

If yes could you explain the reason why would user need authentication to access parts of this site?




Is all the resource content stored on the same
server (e-g any link from or to windows, Unix or
Linux based servers)?

Yes/no — please specify

Identify any URL if domain name is different from the original

Are there any transferability related issues
which might affect site update or expansion which
are not listed above?

Yes/no — please specify

6. Summary (comment if applicable)

Have you given any particular consideration to
issues of site usability, such as overall coherence
and user-friendliness (learnability, efficiency,
memorability, robustness, satisfaction)?

Yes/no — please specify

Do you think there are any specific design
conflicts of this site with ReStore online
service?

Yes/no

Please identify any examples of the above by referring to the specific URL

Could you identify any issues of the whole or part
of site with W3C compliance or Accessibility
compliance?

Yes/no

Please identify any examples of the above by referring to the specific URL

7. Site Content Management (please comment if applicable)

Are there areas in which the site content has
become out of date? (For example, reference to
news, prices, ‘current developments’ etc. that are
no longer reliable or meaningful. Alternatively,
research methods that are no longer considered
to be best practice. You do not need to tell us
about broken links in this question)

Yes/no




Page in this site which has out of date content
(either the URL or page title)

Any suggestions for update/improvement

Is there superfluous material that could be
removed without detriment?

Yes/no

Page from which content could be removed (either the URL or page title)

Have you been maintaining any user statistics?

Yes/no

Please comment on the source of statistics and relevant user usage in an appropriate time period

8. Matters relating to IPR (/ntellectual Property Rights)

In these questions, we are seeking to understand the input of anyone who may have been
external to the original ESRC project through which your resources were created

Is there anybody who helped in creating and
maintaining the site but is no longer part of team?

Yes/no

Please elaborate to how much extent were they involved in the development?

Has anybody externally extended help to Yes/no
support site development & maintenance?

If yes please comment

Could you please comment on funding of the Yes/no

site development and maintenance? (Was
funding received from multiple sources, ESRC or
others)

Please comment (e-g funding source name, dates when funding was provided & ceased etc)

Does the site include any formally published
work (journal papers etc)

Yes/no

Please identify any formally published works (e.g. journal papers) that are contained within the site.




Is there any software etc. hosted on the site Yes/no

Please identify the exact link to the software package or utility in your comment

Do you hold licences for any tools used to create | Yes/no
and develop the site itself?

Please give the details of tools and licences, including start and end dates if applicable

Are there any scripts placed on site for use by Yes/no — please specify
external sites (such as tracking script or user
boost up links scripts)?

9. Brief Summary of site

Now that you have explored this site we would like you to consider how you would summarise
its contents and purpose and to think whom it might benfefit

Could you please briefly describe in your own words the purpose and contents of the site as you
would describe it to a colleague?

Please tell us for which categories of researcher user this site would be useful (For example,
postgrads, research assistants, junior academic staff, senior academic staff, others...)

10. Comments to ReStore team

Do you have any further specific comments for the ReStore team or editorial group?




