	[bookmark: _GoBack]Action Research Project Rubric

	
	Level 1: Missing / Not Acceptable
	Level 2: Incomplete Information/Description 
	Level 3: Partial information/description
	Level 4: Complete / Competent 

	Statement of Problem (and understating of context and research question) (20 points)

	· No or unclear description of the context
· Question does not reflect a problem related to a specific site
 
	· Context is not well described 
· Question is somewhat researchable 
· Question is timely or relevant to the issue or problem
· Question is somewhat guided by needs assessment 
	· Context for the question is described well and clear
· Question is researchable
· Question is timely and relevant to the issue or problem
· Question is clearly guided by the needs assessment 
	· Question is researchable and could potentially resolve a clearly identified issue (problem)
· Question is relevant, timely, and grounded in practice
· Question is clearly guided and supported by the needs assessment 

	Literature Review and Guiding Theories (50 points)
	· Literature review does not cite relevant research and theories  in terms of the research question
· Literature review is not written in a way that guides the action plan
· Literature review is not linked to the action and assessment plan
· Literature does not reflect the research setting 
	· Literature review cites research and theories in the field but does make clear connections to the research question
·  Literature review is written in a way that somewhat guides the action plan
· Literature review is marginally  linked to the action and assessment plan
· Literature minimally reflects the research setting
	· Literature review cites research and theories in the field that seems relevant to the needs of the action research plan with clear connections to the research question
·  Literature review is written in a way that meaningfully guides the action plan
· Literature review can guide the action and assessment plan and  reflects the research setting
	· Literature review cites comprehensive research and theories in the field relevant to the action research question 
·  Literature review is purposefully synthesized
· Literature review is organized around the action and assessment plan.
· All literature reflects and supports the search setting and plan. 


	Action and Assessment Plan (50)
	· Action and assessment plan for studying research are not clear nor systematic 
· Action and assessment plans are not guided by relevant theory and research 
· Description of action/intervention is missing or unclear
· Process of data collection is not explained thoroughly
· The design does not allow for recursive (repeat) action
	· Action or assessment plan for studying research is clear or systematic (not both)
· Action and assessment plans are marginally guided by relevant theory and research 
· Selected methods are not clear or well thought out in terms of the research question
· Description of action/ intervention is clear
· The design does allows for recursive (repeat) action but unclear
	· Action and assessment plans are clear and systematic 
· Action and assessment plans are clearly guided by relevant  research and theory 
· Data collection process is systematic and thorough 
· Clear description of the action/intervention
· Plan for recursive action is clear and possible 
	· Action and assessment plans are clear and systematic 
· Action and assessment plans link to guiding theories and research in reflective and insightful ways
· Data collection plans are not only clear and systematic, but also provide in-depth examination of the question(s)
· Developed the action and assessment plan with collaboration (interviews)

	Rationale and Significance (30)
	· No description, rationale or context for the problem provided

	· Description, rationale, or context were present but not well described
· Question relates to the problem or the site, but not both 
	· Description, rationale, or context were clear
· Question relates to the problem and the site
· Changes to be made are clearly related to professional growth
· All stakeholders are identified
	· Description, rationale, or context were clear and could potentially resolve the identified problem or issue. 
· Question relates to the problem and the site as well as the social and collaborative dimensions of the research process
· The problem/issue is discussed in relation to the researchers’’ own experience and expertise and the importance to all stakeholders


	Data Analysis Reflection and Discussion  (30)
	· Data analysis techniques are not appropriate for the data
· Finding are not well summarized
· Incomplete or invalid interpretation of the data
· Table and charts are cut and paste
· Trends or patterns are not identified
· Analysis of data is not reflective in terms of learning 
· No discussion of data finding usage in recursive design
	· Data analysis techniques are minimally appropriate for the data
· Finding are summarized but need clarity
· Partial interpretation of the data
· Trends or patterns are marginally identified
· Analysis of data is reflective in terms of learning 
· Findings section include graphic or tables without APA formatting
· Unclear discussion of data finding usage in recursive design
	· Data analysis techniques are appropriate for the data
· Finding are summarized in a clear and systematic format
· Valid interpretation of the data
· Trends or patterns are clearly identified
· Analysis of data is reflective in terms of learning or professional development
· Findings section include clearly articulated graphic and tables with APA formatting
· Effective discussion of data finding usage in recursive design
	· Data analysis include techniques beyond normal scope of action research
· Presentation of findings suggest analytical interpretation. 
·  Trends and patterns are clearly identified.
· Analysis is deeply reflective in terms of learning and professional development. 
· Relationships among data are presented
· All graphics and tables have appropriate APA formatting

	Overall Reflection and Conclusion  (30 points)
	· Little to no reflection
· Superficial reflection
· Limitations are not recognized
	Some or missing explanation:
· How the problem was/would be resolved
· Limitations of the study
· Suggestions for improvement in recursive design
· Suggestions for future use 
	· How the problem was/would be resolved
· Limitations of the study
· Suggestions for improvement in recursive design
· Suggestions for future use
· Benefits of collaboration 
	Reflection ties the study to new direction in the field (or future and ongoing study) as well as five criteria under Level 3

	Quality of Writing (40 Points)
	· Citations are not correct
· Cover page and headers are incorrect
· No abstract 
· Academic language is not used
· Poorly organized
· Unclear/ conceptual ambiguousness 
	Some – but not all:
· Proper citations
· Ability to use academic language
· Well organized
· Clear focus
· Conceptual clearness  

	· Use of proper citations
· Ability to use academic language
· Well organized
· Clear focus
· Conceptual clearness 
	· Clearly developed analysis an argument that shows relationships between all the components of the research
· Use of proper citations
· Ability to use academic language
· Well organized
· Clear focus
· Conceptual clearness
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