PSYC 487 – Example Rubrics
Final Paper Rubric
	Criteria
	Exemplary
(100-90)
	Meets Expectations
(89-80)
	Emerging
(79-70)
	Below Expectations
(69-60)
	Needs Improvement 
(59 and below)

	Presentation Focus: Purpose & Thesis Statement
(5 points)
	Paper’s purpose or thesis statement is well developed, clearly stated, and supported by evidence throughout the introduction
	Paper’s purpose or thesis statement is clearly stated but lacks sufficient development throughout.
	Both the supporting
evidence and clarity of the thesis statement require
improvement.
	Either the supporting evidence or clarity of thesis statement are absence.
	Both features are absent.



	Introduction & Supporting Literature
(15 points)
	The introduction is clearly written, and relevant literature is present and accurately described.
	The introduction is clearly written but there are gaps in the relevant literature or accuracy of the description of that literature.
	Both the clarity of writing and the inclusion of relevant literature/accuracy of that literature require improvement.
	Writing needs significant improvement or relevant literature is mostly absent.
	Both features are absent.

	Methods Section 
(20 points)
	Methods are clearly written. Details are technologically described, and experimental design is appropriate for experimental question.
	Methods are clearly written. Details are described but replicability based on the provided details is unlikely or a more appropriate experimental design is evident.
	Both clarity of writing and the methodological description/appropriateness of the experimental design require improvement,
	Writing needs significant improvement or one of the key features (technological nature of methods and experimental design) are absent.

	Both features are absent.

	Results
Section &
Graphs/Data
Analysis
(15 points)
	Results are clearly written. Data is accurately described, and graphs/tables clearly present the data
	Results are clearly written. Data is accurately described, but graphs and tables require improvement.
	Both the clarity of writing and the description and visual display of the data require improvement.
	Writing needs significant improvement or one of the key features are absent (data and graphs/tables).

	Both features are absent.

	Discussion
Section
(10 points)
	Discussion is clearly written and accurately summarizes findings as they relate to the initial thesis statement. Strengths and weaknesses are well thought out and described. Future directions are meaningful extensions.
	Discussion is clearly written. Strengths and weaknesses are identified but discussion of them requires improvement or discussion of future directions is shallow and requires improvement.
	Both writing clarity, the
discussion of
strengths/weaknesses and
future directions require
improvement.
	Writing needs significant improvement or one of the key features are absent (strengths/weaknesses and future directions).
	Both features are absent.

	Grammar, &
APA
Formatting
(10 points)
	Between 0-3 grammar and APA formatting errors are present in the paper.
	More than 4 but less than 7 errors.
	More than 7 but less 12.
	More than 12 but less than 17.
	More than 17 errors.


Final Presentation Rubric
	Criteria
	Exemplary
(100-90)
	Meets Expectations
(89-80)
	Emerging
(79-70)
	Below Expectations
(69-60)
	Needs Improvement 
(59 and below)

	Presentation Focus: Purpose & Thesis Statement
(5 points)
	Presentations purpose or thesis statement is well developed, clearly stated, and supported by evidence throughout the introduction.
	Presentation’s purpose or thesis statement is clearly stated but lacks sufficient development throughout.
	Both the supporting evidence and clarity of the thesis statement require improvement.

	Either the supporting evidence or clarity of thesis statement are absence.
	Both features are absent.

	Introduction & Supporting Literature
(10 points)
	The introduction is clearly described, and relevant literature is present and accurately described.
	The introduction is clearly described but there are gaps in the relevant literature or accuracy of the description of that literature.

	Both the clarity of presentation and the inclusion of relevant literature/accuracy of that literature require improvement.

	Presentation needs significant improvement or relevant literature is mostly absent.
	Both features are absent.

	Methods Section 
(10 points)
	Methods are clearly described. Details are technologically described, and experimental design is appropriate for experimental question.
	Methods are clearly described. Details are described but replicability based on the provided details is unlikely or a more appropriate experimental design is evident.
	Both clarity of presentation and the methodological description/appropriateness of the experimental design require improvement.
	Presentation needs significant improvement or one of the key features (technological nature of methods and experimental design) are absent.
	Both features are absent.

	Results
Section &
Graphs/Data
Analysis
(10 points)
	Results are clearly described. Data is accurately described, and graphs/tables clearly present the data.
	Results are clearly described. Data is accurately described, but graphs and tables require improvement.
	Both the clarity of presentation and the description and visual display of the data require improvement.
	Presentation needs significant improvement or one of the key features are absent (data and graphs/tables).
	Both features are absent.

	Discussion
Section
(5 points)
	Discussion is clearly described and accurately summarizes findings as they relate to the initial thesis statement. Strengths and weaknesses are well thought out and described. Future directions are meaningful extensions.
	Discussion is clearly described. Strengths and weakness are identified but discussion of them requires improvement or discussion of future directions is shallow and requires improvement.
	Both presentation clarity, the discussion of strengths/weaknesses and future directions require improvement.
	Presentation needs significant improvement or one of the key features are absent (strengths/weaknesses and future directions).
	Both features are absent.

	Quality of Slides and Preparedness
(20 points)
	Slides/poster are clean, only necessary words are on the slide, and the presentation is well practiced and adheres to time limit.
	Presentation is well practiced and adhere to time limit but slide/poster quality needs improvement either is wordy or there are visual errors.
	Both the presentation and the slides/poster need improvement.
	Presentation needs significant improvement, appears unpracticed or slides are largely.

	Both features are absent.



