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investigation.  Their completed projects were evaluated by a rubric provided to the 

students that assessed their ability to complete appropriate qualitative research 

methods and to appropriately write and report their methods, results, conclusions, 

implications, and limitations.  The Research Proposal was completed by using actual 

research proposal formats from counseling organizations or from the University of 

��������ǯ��������������l Review Board.  While they did not have to submit these 

research proposals to anyone but the instructor, students work was assessed by 

their ability to meet the criteria of the specified research proposal format that they 

choose and to clearly describe their topic, research question(s), methods, and 

analysis.  There was not a rubric for this assignment because of the various formats 

that were possible for students to complete this project. 

Over this time period of analysis (Fall 2013 Ȃ Fall 2014), the same instructor 

taught each section of the COUN 505 Research Methods course and evaluated every 

��������ǯ������ȋ��α�ͶͺȌǤ�����������������������������������������������������������

classes, the instructor did make some slight changes to these assignments during 

this period of time, including change the percentage of the final grade that these 

projects were worth and by providing examples to students of how to complete the 

Journal Article Critique and Qualitative Research Write Up to students in semesters 

Spring 2ͲͳͶ�����	����ʹͲͳͶǤ�����	����ʹͲͳ͵�������������������ǯ���������������������������

class, the instructor was unable to provide the students with examples of these 

assignments. 

 

 



 

 

RESULTS 

 Results are reported in Table 1 (below). Areas of note are presented 
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Table 1: F12-F14 Use of Research- COUN535: SC Research and Accountability 
 (Overall and Disaggregated by Year) 

 

 *Journal Article Critique scores listed here represent an average of the first and second Journal Article Critique scores for each 
student. 
**84% represents the minimum overall acceptable end-of-course grade established by the CGCE. It is used here as a baseline 
standard of performance for the individual course assignments linked to this PLO.  
 

Overall means for the Journal Article Critique (m = 96.8, SD = 4.8), Qualitative 

Research Write Up (m = 93.4, SD = 5.9), and Research Proposal (m = 92.1, SD = 7.7) 

for the current assessment cycle are encouraging as are the disaggregated means 

(by semester) for each assessment. Means indicate that course participants, in the 

aggregate, perform quite well on each of the assessments for assessing students 

ability regarding PLO4.  Additional frequency analysis to evaluate the numbers of 

students exceeding or falling below a final score of 84% on each assignment,  

however, provides a slightly different picture.  

 Eighty-��������������������������ǲ�������ǳ���������������ll performance for 

graduate students. In other words, those whose overall G.P.A. dips below a 3.0 

�������ǡ����ǲ�ǳ�ȋ�������������������������������< 84%), are typically placed on 

 
 

Journal Article 
Critique* 

Journal Article 
Critique: 
≥ 84%** 

Qualitative 
Research 
Write Up 

Qualitative 
Research 
Write Up: 
≥ 84%** 

Research 
Proposal 

Research 
Proposal: 
 ≥ 84%** 

Fall 2013 (n 
= 18) 

m = 97.0 
SD = 5.8 

n = 17 
94.4% 

m = 94.0 
SD = 2.8 

n = 17 
94.4% 

m = 93.0 
SD = 5.7 

n = 16 
88.9% 

Spring 2014 
(n = 16) 

m = 96.4 
SD = 5.3 

n = 16 
100% 

m = 92.1 
SD = 8.0 

n = 13 
81.3% 

m = 94.1 
SD = 6.6 

n = 15 
93.8% 

Fall 2014 (n 
= 14) 

m = 97.1 
SD = 2.4 

n = 14 
100% 

m = 94.3 
SD = 5.7 

n = 14 
100% 

m = 88.9 
SD = 10.3 

n = 11 
78.6% 



 

 



 



 

 

 
 
 

Appendix A 
COUN 505: CMHC and RC Research 

Methods Rubrics and Guidelines 
  





 

 

 
 
 
 

7.  References 
a. Is the reference list sufficiently current? 
b. Do works cited reflect the breadth of existing literature regarding the topics of this 

study? 
c. Are bibliographic citations used appropriately in the text? 

 
8.  General Impressions 

a. Is the article well written and organized? 
b. Does the study address an important problem for counseling? 
c. What are the most important things you learned from this article? 
d. What do you see as the most compelling strengths of this study?  Weaknesses? 
e. How might this study be improved? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

COUN 505 Research Methods    Methodology: ________________ 
Journal Article Critique 
Grading Rubric 
 
Name: ___________________________________ 
 
 
Title        5 points    _____ 
 
Abstract       5 points   _____ 
 
 
 
Introduction       10 points  _____ 
 
 
 
 
Methods       10 points  _____ 
 
 
 
 
Results        10 points  _____ 
 
 
 
 
Discussion and Conclusion     10 points  _____ 
 
 
 
 
References       5 points   _____ 
 
 
General Impressions      10 points  _____ 
 
 
 
 
 
Overall Organization      5 points   _____ 
 
 
 
 
APA Format (title, reference, body)    5 points   _____ 
 
 
        TOTAL POINTS ______ / 75 



 

 

COUN 505 Research Methods 
Qualitative Research Write-up 
Grading Rubric


