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	   Skills & Competencies
	Standards Alignment

	 The Doctoral Candidate Provide Clear Evidence of:
	Meets Expectations
	Meets with Minor Revision
	Doesn’t Meets Expectation
	
	

	
	Level 1
	Level 2
	Level 3
	
	

	1.Structure & Organization of the review

	a. Content logically organized with good flow typical to expository or analytical writing. 
   b. All elements of structure are present, and relations are established (introduction, body, conclusion);
 c. Connected and aligned with research questions, conceptual frameworks, issues, themes or trends in the literature on the topic

	 a. Not consistently logical organization; may rely too much on final summary.

b. Some elements of structure in introduction, body or conclusion are missing
c. Not all parts of the review are aligned with the research study conceptual framework or research question or do not reflect the discussion in scholarly literature
	a. The structure of the review is not logical 

b. Some elements are missing (Introduction and conclusion)
 c. Literature review has not connection with research study (research question, research design).
	Critical thinking, organization, communication
	EDD/EDS PO 4
NBPTS 4
CAEP A. 1.1.a

	2.Understanding of the literature 

Extended LR outline (in red color)
	a. Relevance: Selects appropriate articles/texts in relations to research question and type of the knowledge under review.    
 b. Demonstrates awareness of the specific type of each piece of literature under review (empirical, theoretical and methodological approach, etc.) by engaging each article specifically and appropriately within the discussion.   
 c. Depth and breadth of sources: Methodological and disciplinary variety of studies; interdisciplinary but within the scope of the review;
Refer and discuss landmark studies or seminal works, leading scholars 
	a. Relevance: Select appropriate articles/texts to place in conversation with research question but does not engage their specific methodological or theoretical approaches specifically.
Some sources refer to anecdotal or not scientific knowledge; 
b. Limited understanding of the types of literature
c. The scope of literature is limited to one approach or discipline. Sources for the interdisciplinary topic represents very narrow disciplinary perspective. Some seminal works are absent


	a. No clear awareness of the appropriateness or relevance to research questions (seems to just be meeting quota of articles needed).  
b. Refer to all types of sources as “literature” and doesn’t differentiate between research study reports or opinion papers or any other types of sources. 
No clear understanding of differences between practical and scientific knowledge
c. The number of sources and the variety doesn’t represent the state of the literature or research on the topic. Landmark studies and seminal works are missing
	
Information literacy and scholarly communication








	
EDD/EDS PO 4
NBPTS 2
CAEP A. 1.1.a

	3. Level of Analysis


	 a. Objective, balanced view from various perspectives;
 b. Collection of studies analyzed for differences and commonalities.  Critical critique with references to limitations and quality of research and the maturity of theory.
  Clearly critical and contextualized analysis from multiple perspectives. 
	 a. The tone is not consistently objective.
  Sources are analyzed, but in some cases, only described or annotated. 
  The final paper takes a somewhat critical stance on research but not all statements are evidentially supported. 
  The work compares perspectives on the issue and includes an exploration of assumptions. 
	a. Subjective own opinions and arguments not supported by the analysis of research. 
 Critique may be too general or poorly focused or candidate fails to critically analyze sources (quote or paraphrase sources without analysis).
  The LR uncritically summarizes an unfocused range of literature. 
  The work considers the issue from a single perspective.
	Analytical and research skills; critical thinking
	

	4. Level of Synthesis


	 a. Evidences (literature) are synthesized and brought to a logical conclusion and generalization in each section of the review.   
  Research synthesis is aligned with the objectives of the review; 
Demonstrate insightful connections between research findings, theories, and across all scholarly “conversation.”  
Conceptual Framework
The paper has a well-defined conceptual framework that includes all key concepts and clearly articulates relationships among them
Gaps:
The final paper concludes with identifying an insightful gap in current literature that clearly warrants further research.
	a. Themes are drawn together from traits that a candidate observed in sources, but the level of generalization and insightful connections are not consistently made throughout the narrative.

Conceptual Framework:
The final paper includes most concepts that are loosely linked into an overall conceptual framework of relationships among them.
Gaps:
The final paper concludes with identifying a gap in current literature that can be addressed via further research
	a.LR is a series of summaries or looks like an annotated bibliography or unconnected encyclopedia articles.
No conclusions are made from the evidence offered.
 
Conceptual Framework:
The final paper does not define or explain concepts or connections.
Gaps:
The final paper does not identity a gap in current literature
	
	

	5. Writing & Formatting


	   a. Reviewer follows the appropriate type of academic writing, I.e. critical and analytical writing, and uses suitable rhetorical strategies.  
  b. Clear narrative; effective transitions; paragraphs have topic sentences generalizing evidences and related to thesis/claim; topic sentences supported by evidence; effectively uses paraphrasing instead of quotations;
 c. The review adheres closely to APA guidelines or other assigned style requirements. Proposal appears polished, professionally credible, and free of surface issues.
	 a. Reviewer demonstrates some elements of critical and analytical writing, but it is mixed with descriptive and persuasive.
  b. Somewhat clear narrative, some paragraphs or sections have topic sentences supported by evidences (sources), effectively use quotations.
c.  Review generally adheres to APA guidelines or 
other expected style requirements. Some issues in spelling, grammar, format, and/or sequencing do not significantly impact professional credibility.  
	 a.  Reviewer employs only descriptive writing.
  b. Unclear and confusing narrative, with no transitions, overuse of quotations and” patchwriting”
 c.  Review does not adhere to APA guidelines or other expected style requirements. Noticeable errors in spelling, grammar, format, and/or sequencing negatively affect professional credibility.
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