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Criteria

Conceptual
Application Analysis
Content and data-
informed support
(80%)

Appropriate use of
grammar
conventions and
uses APA/UTC
formatting and style
(20%)

Total Points: 100.0

80.0 to >73.6 pts

Mastery

An outstanding analysis that shows
deep insight and w hich identifies and
discusses all of the important
aspects of the concept(s) in
appropriate detail; thoroughly
supports all claims and conclusions
by weaving facts from the readings
with information from application to
professional practice; and clearly and
concisely written.

20.0 to >18.4 pts

Mastery

Demonstrates consistent control of
grammar, usage, punctuation,
sentence construction, and spelling.
Consistent formatting and style
adherence.

73.6 to »67.2 pts

Competence

A good analysis that shows some
insight and which identifies and
discusses most of the important
aspects of the concept(s)
adequately; many of the claims and
conclusions are supported with
facts, but not all; reasoning
supporting the claims and
conclusions is generally clear and
woven with application to
professional practice, but not
always; and some problems in clarity
Or Conciseness.

18.4 to >16.8 pts

Competence

Demonstrates control of usage,
grammar, punctuation, sentence
construction, and spelling.
Occasional errors do not interfere
with meaning. Reasonable
formatting and style conformity.

67.2 to »60.0 pts

Satisfactory

An average analysis that identifies
the most important aspects of the
concept(s); missing some aspects
and/or lacking some insight; few,
if any, claims and conclusions are
supported with facts or woven
with application to professional
practice; and writing is sometimes
unclear and not concise.

16.8 to »15.0 pts

Satisfactory

Demonstrates some control of
usage, grammar, punctuation,
sentence construction, and
spelling. Errors interfere with
meaning. Some formatting and
style conformity.

60.0 to >0 pts

Unsatisfactory

An inadequate analysis that had
significant problems, such as
aspects of the concept(s) are
not identified and discussed;
claims and conclusions are
generally not supported with
facts or woven with application
to professional practice; and
writing is often unclear.

15.0 to >0 pts

Unsatisfactory

Demonstrates little control of
usage, grammar, punctuation,
sentence construction, and
spelling. Numerous formatting
and style errors interfere with
meaning.

20.0 pts




Criteria

Creates an organizing
structure establishes
context & relevance for
the Competency Area

Analysis of Relevant
Experiences, Thoughts,
Constructed Knowledge
for the Competency
Area

Synthesis of Theory and
Experience for the
Competency Area

Appropriate use of
grammar conventions
and uses APAUTC
formatting, style, and
Endnote application

Total Points: 100.0

250 t0 >23.0 pts

Mastery

Skillfully selects and summarizes keyideas to
establish context appropriate to audience by using
tools such as precise language, descriptive
language, and authoritative voice. Establishes an
insightful claim/assertfon in the form of a thesis
when responding to agiven prompt. Uses an
organizational structure that enhances the
response. The opening, body, and closure are well
organized.

250 to >23.0 pts

Mastery

Experfence descriptions, reflections, are in-depth
and relate to competency while prowiding dear
insight.

25.0 to >23.0 pts

Mastery

Demonstrates a broad array of experience and
clearly connects it to appropriate theoretical
constructs showing deep understanding and
thoughtfulness. Exceptional referencing to support
context in valid manner.

25.0 to >23.0 pts

Mastery

Demonstrates consistent control of grammar,
ussge, punctuation, sentence construction, and
spelling. Consistent APA style/UTC formatting, and
EndNote adherence.
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23.0 to »21.0 pts

Competence

Selects and summarizes key ideas to establish context
appropriate to audience by using tools such as
predise langusge, descriptive |anguage, and
authoritative voice. Establishes an interpretive
daimfassertion in the form of a thess when
responding to agiven prompt. Uses an organizational
structure that allows for a progression of ideas to
develop. Includes an opening, body, and closure.

23.0 to »21.0 pts

Competenca

Experfence descriptions and reflections adequately
relate to competency, and provide acceptable
insight.

23,0 to >21.0 pts

Competence

Demonstrates a broad array of experience and clearly
onnects it to appropriate theoretical constructs.
Adequate referencing to support context in valid
manner,

23,0 to >21.0 pts

Competence

Demonstrates control of usage, grammar,
punctuation, sentence construction, and spelling.
Occasional errors do not interfere with meaning.
Reasonable APA style/UTC formatting, and EndNate
adherence.

21.0 to ~18.75 pts

Satisfactory

Attempts to select and summarize key ideas to
establish context but selections may be invalid,
insufficient, or unclear. Atternpts an
interpretive claim/assertion in the form of a
thesis but thesismay not address the prompt
or may be hvalid or unclear. Uses an
organizational structure that causes confusion.
Shows some elements of organization.

21.0 to ~18.75 pts

Satisfactory

Experfence descriptions and reflections begin
to demonstrate relation to competency, but
Irttle or no insightful commentary.

21.0 to >18.75 pts

Satisfactory

Dermonstrates a broad array of experience but
only connects it to the appropriate theoretical
constructs in a weak and superficial manner.
Inadequate referencing to support context in
walid manner,

21.0 to ~18.75 pts

Satisfactory

Demonstrates some control of usage, grammar,:
punctuation, sentence construction, and
spelling. Errors interfere with meaning. Some
adherence to APA style/UTC formatting, and
EndNote adherence..

18.75 to >0 pts

Unsatisfactory

Does not select and summarize key ideas to set
context. Writing is disieinted and thereis little
evidence of organization.

18.75 to >0 pts

Unsatisfactory

Experiences do not relate to competency and
reflections do not demonstrate understanding of
competency.

18.75 to 20 pts

Unsatisfactory

Demonstrates a broad array of experience but does

not connect it to appropriate theoretical
constructs. Unacceptable referencing to support
context.

18.75to0 >0 pts

Unsatisfactory

Demonstrates little control of usage, grammar,
punctuation, sentence construction, and spelling.
Numerous errorsinterfere with meaning. Little to
no APA style/UTC formatting, and EndNote
adherence.

25.0pts

25.0pts

25.0pts

25.0 pts




Criteria

Introduction and Background to
the Problem

Statement of the Problem

Pumpose of the Study

Research Questions

Rationale for the Study

Importance of the Study (may
overiap with the rationale)

Definition of Terms

Theoretical/Conceptual
Framework

Literature Review

Population and Sample

Identification of variables

Potential data collection methods

Research Design

Prospectus Oraft Elements Version 2.0

Ratings
Met Mot Met
a grong by directing the reader's sttention and interest inthe
topcing ¥, Th el back d includesa clear theme and 25| h Th and are brief not induded. If it exists, It isunclear with with
direct conmectionsto the resesrch problern and relsted literature. The the ' that is either unrelated or undlear in purpose. There i3 no connection to the resesrd
d background i licit, arguable, cleanty and defs gructure. The problern or what the reader can expect inthe study and bttle or no connection to related
d 858 dear bricge to the problemn staternent and what £ litersture.

to be expested in the study.

Mt

The Prolslem Statement |s clesry decarative snd concisely statesthe main point that the author is

tryirg to make from an area of concern or gap intl

L] edge with suggs
directs the bady of the ¥ learky

\ It
relsted Lo the research questions,

Met.

The purpa se of the study s dearly described and explains the primary goal to be achieved in the study,
It further sets the foundation for need for the study.

Mot

Th h d The guestions are

are clear,

and

Mot Mt

T Staternent i not in 3 declarative statement if present ot all. The problem statemerd
Identifies a topic or faileto e ablich the direction of the Sudy.

Mot Met

The purpe se of the study is not elearly deseribed If present.

NotMet

Th "

connected Lo current resesrch needs in the participant's sres of professionsl practice.

Met

The ratianale for the Sudy provides a dear description of the reason the sudy is needed. It includes

suppart from the relted iterature thet cleary n r meed for
clarification or deeper analysis of the problem,

Mt

The impartance for the study provides a dear description of the benefits that may be derived from the)|
study. it Eport from the r that clesrly gapin g

andwhat 1sto begained as a result of the Sudy,

Mt

Termsihat are specific 1o the Sudy or the distplng are dearly defined, ncieding appropriate referenc
‘where po ssible. Terms that are to be specifically defined for the purposes of this sudy are listed as
operationally defined.

Met

Clearly

oneto that support the framework for the stugy to
be done Uses both seminal and current litersture o3 foundational basis for the study.

Met

Explicit and thorough keyp viewed litersture and raterial pertinent to
the potential resesrch, Contrasting literature is posed desrly with contrasting thermes resulting in &
elgar argurnent for the Study to be oo rmpleted. Thorough refermee to mo: impartant seminal Sudies,
aswell asto current research, pertinent to the research problem and subsequent research questions

research andp practice to be ¥ the study.
Met
A dear descrigtion of gotential population and sample |5 provided
Met
of and dassh | ways theywill be
messured
Met

Data Collection [fests, measures, scales, quesionnairesnchding detads of vabdy and reliabilicy,
Interview or o bservation schedules, or other.

Met

Research Desgn including potential data analysistechniques and attention to Intemal and external
validity concerns for both quantitative and/or qualitstive genres.

and may not be clearly related to the projext tops or the particpant's
professions] practice.

Mot Met

The rationale far the studsy, I present, does not provide  clear deseription of the reasan the
study s needed, It lacks support from the relsted litersture and clarificstion of the need for
deeper analysis of the problem,

Mot Met

The importance of the study, if present, doesnot provide a clear description of the benefits of
the study. It lacks support from the relsted litersture and doesnot describe the potential gains
to be realized a5 a resut of the Qudy,

Mot Met

Terms are not included or are nat clearly defined, appropriate references are not included.
Operstional definitions are not clesrly (dentified,

Mot Met

Does not dearly establish theoretical perspestive(s) that suport the framewark for the study to
be doneg, if present at o,

HNotMet

Dioes ot include explicit and tho rough to key pi e Wterature
rgterial pertinent Lo the potential research. Lttle Lo no evidence of review for contrasting
I pased, May £ | studies or current research, but ot bath as needed to

alish th ch problem and research questions
Mot Met
A clear of potential d I provided
Hot Met
Latla 6 A af sad rantisl
waysthey will be messured
NotMet

Data Colledt ion {Less, measures, scabes, queionnairesincluding details of validity and reliability
interview or observation schedules, or other not present or not clear,

NotMet

Research Design inchuding potential data anabysistechniques and attention to internal and
external validity both and/or present or (snot
chear.




Dissertation Semester Progress Rubric
Criteria Ratings

Progress No Progress

Establishment of Timeline Establishes an approved timeline (or submits approved

revised timeline) for semester milestones to be
accomplished.

Does not establish an approved timeline of milestones for the
semester accomplishments.

Communication with Progress No Progress

Chair and Committee _ _ _ _ _
Communicates with Chair and Committee by posting 6 ) )
Posts less than 6 meaningful bi-weekly update reports.

(Update re ports) or more meaningful bi-weekly update reports.

Progress No Progress
Accomplishment of

Timeline Achievements Accomplishes a majority of the milestones listed on the

—— - oy ) Does not accomplish the majority of the achievements listed on
timeline, and or revises timeline with alternate

5 the timeline.
milestones.
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Rubries

Course Rubrics
Alternate Deliverable

Grades

Discussion kssue Rubric - updated (1)

[Peer Partnership Rubric

V28T AR studant_id= 10455

E UTCCOMD-19 500

Grading

Conceptual Application Analysis - Update 8-20-20
Criteria Ratings

T3ba 672 pts

Compatence

Agood analysis
oo 7600 that shows sarme
Mastery inslght and which
Ancutstanding  identifies and
anabysis that discusses most af
shaws deep the impertant
ingight andwhich  sspects.of the
identifies and concentls)
discusses all of the  sdequately; many
impartant aspects of the claims and
of theconceptis]  eonclusions sre
In appropriate supparted with
detail: thoroughly  facts, butnot all
supports all claims
andeonclusions | supparting the
byweavingfacts  ciaims snd

Conceptus! Applicstion
Analysis Content and
data-informed support

fromthe readings | conclusions is
withinfermation  generally clear
fram application and winetn with

4P The Fuoiusion of Tr_.

67.3 to 60 pts.
Satisfactory

Anyverage
analysis that
identifies the
mast impartant
aspects of the
concept(sh
missing some
aspects andor
Iacking soma
insight: few, if any,
claims and
conclusions are
supported with
facts or woven
with application
to professional

A, statictical Test Selec.

&0 e »0 pts.
Umsatisfactory
Aninadequate
analysis that had
significant
problems, such as
aspects of the

identified and
discussed; elaims
ard conclusions
are generally not
supported with
facts or woven
with spplication
to professional

[ QL
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