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	Excellent (4)
	Good (3)
	Adequate (2)
	Poor (1)

	Background
	Synthesis of relevant literature, all citations cited in text and Literature Cited, logical transition from broad concepts to specifics of study.
	Most relevant literature cited, partial synthesis, a few citations not in text or in Literature Cited, occasionally there was not a direct connection between concepts and specifics of the study.
	Some of the relevant primary literature not cited or properly used, minimal synthesis irrelevant literature may be cited, citations often not in text or Literature Cited, difficult to understand the principal concepts of the proposal or how information was connected.
	Few citations and/or poor use of primary literature, no synthesis just summary of each citation, many citations not in text or Literature Cited, disjointed thoughts such that ideas were not connected. 

	Hypothesis(es)
	Clear, definitive, testable hypothesis (es) or objectives that defined what was to be expected.
	Hypothesis (es) or objectives were mostly clear and testable. Sometimes vague or not predictive.
	Hypothesis (es) or objective vague, somewhat wordy, may not be testable, and were partially predictive.
	Hypothesis (es) or objective was not testable, or well defined. Did not predict possible outcome.

	Methodology
	Proposed methods well articulated and documented. Appropriate and detailed description of design. Methods appropriate for testing hypothesis. Analytical approach is appropriate and understandable. Well qualified to complete study in time and with quality. 
	Mostly the methods are presented well, although in some places they are vague or incorrect. Design features partially articulated. Most of analytical approach is appropriate for testing hypothesis. Moderately qualified to complete study. 
	Difficult to understand the proposed methods. Sample design not well developed. Methodology is not current or does not properly test hypothesis. Did not present most analytical tools or poorly conceived. Has a few of needed skills and qualifications to complete study.
	Methodology not well presented, and design not appropriate. Methods do not test hypothesis. No consideration of proper analytical approach. Does not have necessary qualifications to complete the study.

	Relevance
	The importance of the outcomes in the framework of the student’s contribution to science is well presented
	Possible outcomes of study linked fairly well to science and contribution to field.
	Somewhat difficult to understand the importance of the study or how the data will make a contribution to science.
	Proposal does not provide explanation for how the data will be useful for science or this field of study.

	Writing
	Writing is concise, clear, and free of grammatical and spelling errors.
	Writing is mostly concise and clear, and has a few grammatical or spelling errors.
	Writing is not concise, often unclear, and often has grammatical or spelling errors.
	Writing is very difficult to understand, wordy, and has extensive grammatical or spelling errors.

	
	
	
	
	


