Rubric for Learning Outcome #2: Scientific Method and Oral Presentation of Findings
	Characteristics
	Unacceptable

(1)
	Marginal

(2)*
	Adequate

(3)
	Good

(4)*
	Excellent

(5)

	Problem & Objectives
	Objectives are unclear and there is no rationale given for the research. Little knowledge demonstrated of the research field.
	
	Objectives are somewhat clear and complete. Background and rationale are presented, but link to question(s) not entirely clear. Adequate demonstration of knowledge of the research field.
	
	Objectives are clearly stated and complete. Concise background/context provided. Rationale for question(s) directly linked to background information. Clear knowledge of the research field.

	Hypothesis(es)
	Hypothesis(es) lacking or poorly-written and not testable.  
	
	Hypothesis(es) adequately written and testable, but link to problem and objectives not entirely clear.
	
	Hypothesis(es) well-written, testable, and fully and logically addresses the question, reflects current theory, and indicates consideration of appropriate alternatives.

	Methods
	Methods are not described, poorly described, and/or do not match hypothesis(es).
	
	Most of the steps are adequately described, but link to hypothesis(es) unclear and ability to address original problem with unconfounded results exhibits some avoidable problems.
	
	All steps are described fully and succinctly. Methods allow testing of hypothesis(es), a proper control or comparison group is present, and design leads to unconfounded, unbiased results.

	Results & Interpretation
	Results poorly presented, interpretation absent or inappropriate with respect to original hypothesis(es).
	
	Results presented and explained adequately. Interpretation addresses original hypothesis(es) adequately.  Weak or absent consideration of alternative potential interpretations.
	
	Clear and concise presentation of results. Interpretation well-reasoned and entirely consistent with original hypothesis(es). Alternative potential interpretations are addressed cogently.

	Research Quality With Respect to Program Expectations
	Research question is unacceptable for student’s program level (MS or PhD).
	
	Research question is adequate for student’s program level (MS or PhD).
	
	Student asks original question with clear justification.  Student’s research plan is excellent given his/her program level (MS or PhD).

	Overall Presentation Quality
	Demonstrates lack of preparation of and poor familiarity with presentation materials. Numerous mistakes apparent; organization and style lack cohesiveness. Inability to address audience questions.
	
	Demonstrates adequate preparation of and familiarity with presentation materials. Few if any mistakes; organization and style are adequate as is ability to address audience questions.
	
	Demonstrates excellent preparation of and familiarity with presentation materials. Clear, concise, and well- organized. Confident and capable in addressing audience questions.

	* Level 2 indicates achievement of some characteristics of Levels 1 and 3.  Level 4 indicates achievement of some characteristics of Levels 3 and 5.  


Evaluator’s Notes:

