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1 Introduction

A weak rationale for the
project was presented. The
purpose of the study was
unfocused and unclear.

The rationale for the project was clear,
although a stronger justification for the

project could have been provided.

A clear and convincing rationale for
the project was provided within the
context of existing research
literature.

Justification for the project was
conveyed in a clear and
convincing manner. The
purpose of the study was clear
and focused.

2 Review of The review was poorly A review of literature relevant to the The review of the literature was A comprehensive review of
Literature organized and failed to study and a theoretical perspective organized and comprehensive. A literature relevant to the study
provide an adequate review | supported by empirical studies were rationale for including or excluding | was provided. The review was
of literature relevant to the provided. The description of research various theoretical perspectives and | well-organized, with a nuanced
study. A weak rationale for | samples, methodologies, and findings empirical studies was apparent. critique regarding the
the choice of theoretical was sufficient. The description of research relatedness of the research and
perspectives or empirical samples, methodologies, and scholarship reviewed and the
studies was evident and findings was clear. inclusion or exclusion of
there was little synthesis, various theoretical perspectives
critique or rationale of and empirical studies. The
existing studies. The review clearly described
description of research research samples,
samples, methodologies, methodologies, and findings.
and findings was
insufficient.
3 Methods / Description of the subject Description of the subject population, Description of the subject Description of the subject
Approach population, design/approach, methods/procedures, population, design/approach, population, design/approach,
design/approach, and statistical analyses was adequate methods/procedures, and statistical methods/procedures, and

methods/procedures, and
statistical analyses was
inadequate, unclear, or
lacking.

for the research question being
addressed.

analyses was clear and appropriate
to the research question(s) being
addressed.

statistical analyses was clear,
well-organized, and appropriate
to the research question(s)
being addressed. A convincing
case for the methods chosen
was presented which
demonstrated an appreciation
for possible alternative or
competing methods of data
collection and analysis.
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