[bookmark: _GoBack]Conduct a preliminary content analysis of a current volume (published within the last two years) of a professional journal in your field , and discuss any trends in research design that you might observe (such as frequently used research strategies).
First, identify a journal volume. The journal should contain at least four (4) articles. If it includes more than four, that is fine, but you only need to analyze four articles within the volume. For your analysis, you might choose to write a paragraph on each article, and conclude with a section that synthesizes the discussion and talks about overall trends, or you might choose to write an essay in which you refer to the articles.
NOTE: One recommended, but not required strategy, would be to select a journal that is somewhat related to your topic, such as choosing a journal specific to ESL, early childhood education, special education, etc.  Another recommended strategy would be to pick a journal that focuses on research methods you are considering using, such as a journal focusing on qualitative methods or quantitative methods.
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	Criteria
	Ratings
	Pts

	 This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome1. Writing Style
view longer description
threshold: 24.0 pts
		Evidenced scholarly quality: Includes paragraph transitions. Appropriate tone. Range in sentence structure. Correct use of punctuation and capitalization. Appropriate use of grammar.
30.0 pts
	Marginal style: Lacks consistent writing at a scholarly level. Missing one or two qualities.
15.0 pts
	Limited style: Not written at an acceptable level for a scholar. Missing three or more qualities.
0.0 pts



	30.0 pts

	 This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome2. Critical Thinking and Independent Thought
view longer description
threshold: 20.0 pts
		Demonstrates new thought: Understands central concept(s). Identifies salient arguments. Thoughtfully evaluates major alternative points of view. Appropriate synthesis of literature. Addresses all of the prompts in a thorough manner.
25.0 pts
	Offers a basic summary: Compares and contrasts a few perspectives. Marginal summarizing analysis. Follows where evidence and reasons lead. Offers a synopsis of the literature using some direct quotes. Addresses some prompts.
12.5 pts
	Offers limited to no summary: Misinterprets evidence. Fails to identify relevant counter-arguments. Ignores or superficially evaluates obvious alternative points of view. Reiterates what is shown in the literature using many direct quotes. No evidence of synthesis. Does not address all prompts.
0.0 pts



	25.0 pts

	 This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome3. Evidence-Based Theory and Practice
view longer description
threshold: 16.0 pts
		Demonstrates confident understanding of subject matter: Application to professional practice. Uses sufficient peer-reviewed/scholarly sources. Documents sources to support research assertions.
20.0 pts
	Marginal consistency: Theories are not supported by clear evidence or citations. Marginal integration of readings and literature. Lacking sufficient peer-reviewed sources.
10.0 pts
	Limited consistency: Little attempt to place details in context. Limited to no use of broader ideas or theories. Uses non-scholarly references (e.g. Huffington Post, Associated Press).
0.0 pts



	20.0 pts

	 This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome4. Relevance and Leadership
view longer description
threshold: 12.0 pts
		Connects learning to the profession and personal experience: Analyzes implications for the institution, the larger context, and personal professional growth. Demonstrates best practices in leadership. Communicates the importance of vision and mission. Demonstrates value for organizational success.
15.0 pts
	Marginal connections: Lacks clear connections to personal experience. Minimal implications for the profession, the larger context, and professional growth. Shallow analysis of the implications for the institution or organization. Relates some best practices. Limited connection between vision/mission and application.
7.5 pts
	Limited connections: Does not explain implications of learning with the profession, the larger context, or professional growth. Does not analyze implications for the profession. Does not acknowledge best practices. Fails to consider vision/mission or role of leadership.
0.0 pts



	15.0 pts

	 This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome5. APA Format
view longer description
threshold: 8.0 pts
		Followed APA guidelines: Includes title page, body (headings/subheadings) reference page, tables, and appendices. APA citations with no more than minor errors such as including first initials, using “and” rather than “&” in a parenthetical citation, and using et al. in the first citation with 3-5 author. APA references with no more than minor errors such as too many caps in titles, book/journal titles not in italics, no page numbers for articles, or the year misplaced. Put exact words of authors in quotation marks with name, year, and page number included. Minimum number of professional sources cited.
10.0 pts
	Follows some APA guidelines: Partial components present. More than minor errors present. Insufficient use of style. Mixed use of quotation marks. Some professional sources cited.
5.0 pts
	Limited to no use of APA guidelines: Significant loss of required components. Several major errors. Inconsistent use of style. Failure to use quotation marks appropriately. Few, if any, professional sources cited.
0.0 pts



	10.0 pts



