CSI Team Research Proposal

Goal: Produce an APA style research proposal as a team on a CSl-related topic
Email to Dr. Zak by April 23" A progress report is requested before April 12

Objectives: To practice and grow 1n;
¢ Working effectively with others
¢ Thinking critically

Requirements:

Identityving and summarizing problems

Identifying existing, relevant knowledge and views

Organize and draw conclusions from the existing knowledge

Synthesize (i.e., create) a new research hypothesis that is deduced from previous findings, and adds to the existing body of
knowledge in order to alleviate the problem you identified

Identity and/or design appropriate methods of testing the hvpotheses, including data analysis strategies

1. Topic and problem are CSI related

2. APA Stvle components, and formatting of

Title page

Abstract

Introduction

Proposed Method

Proposed Analvses and Expected Results

3. All stimuli, measures and materials must be mcluded with the proposal
Including IRB protocol review application

a.
b.
C.
d.

e.

a.

1. Including informed consents and debriefings




CSI Team Research Proposal Evaluation Rubric

Abstract

1) APA Formatting — 12-point font; double-spaced:; one-inch margins; page numbers top, tflush-right with subject header; use and

Paper due by Monday, April 23"

formatting of appropriate header: no indent

2) APA Styvle — use of appropriate tense; orderly presentation of ideas; smoothness of expression; economy of expression; precision

( 72)

and clarity: ( /5)
3) Content — summarize hypotheses, expected findings, implications ( /20)

Introduction

1) Overview — statement of the research problem/question. engaging, general description of topic area: possible implications of

results

( /10

1) Identifies and summarizes the problem/question to be investigated

Inadequate

Minimally Developed

Moderately Developed

Substantially Developed

Question identified is too broad or
vague to provide a coherent thesis

Has identitied an appropriate topic
but be studied, but lacks a clearly
stated question or problem to be
addressed.

Organized as a catalogue of
information about the topic rather
than pointing toward a question or
problem.

Uses prior knowledge to identify a
question to be studied. Has a
clearly stated question or problem
to be addressed.

Breaks questions down into smaller
steps, but has not identified all the
complexities and nuances inherent
in the question.

Uses prior knowledge to identify a
question to be studied. Has a
clearly stated problem or question
to be addressed.

Brealks question down into a series
of steps that will lead to the
questions to be addressed in the
study. Identifies complexities and
nuances in the question.




2) Background Literature Review — relevance of coverage to research project. comprehensiveness of coverage (primary and

secondary sources cited ). drawing connections between difterent studies

/35

2) Identifies existing, relevant knowledge and views

Inadequate

Minimally Developed

Moderately Developed

Substantially Developed

Review of relevant knowledge is
seriously incomplete. Inadequate
variety of sources.

Major issues are ignored.
Many factual errors or
inconsistencies

Uses some appropriate sources to
discover what is already known
about the system/problem, but
discussion omits important aspects
of the problem.

No theory identified.
Measurement assumptions not
noted.

Uses appropriate sources to
discover what is already known
about the system/problem, but does
not make clear connections between
this information and the question to
be investigated. Adequate variety of
sources.

Most information is factually
correct.  Theory stated, but lacks
relevance. Measurement
assumptions are partially noted, but
not evaluated.

Provides a thorough and relevant
literature review. Excellent variety
of sources.

There are clear linkages among the
information and to the question
under consideration.

All information is factually correct.
Multiple, relevant theories are
congidered. Measurement
assumptions noted, and linitations
are evaluated.

3) Theorv. Rationale and Hypotheses — hypotheses follow from previous findings and theories. thoroughly explained chain of
reasoning between previous literature and specitic hvpotheses; hypotheses stated clearly; variables detined /40

3a) Draws sound inferences from previous research that lead clearly to the hypothesis/research question.

Inadequate Minimally Developed Moderately Developed Substantially Developed
Draws inferences which are not Draws reasonable conclusions from | Draws sound conclusions fromthe | Draws sound conclusions from the
justified. the previous rescarch, but does not | previous research and previous research and

No theory identified.

convincingly connect the
hypothesis to the previous research.
Theories identified, but no
connections made to research
question.

communicates a logical path from
the data to the hypothesis.
Theories stated, but no extensions
or limitations are noted.

communicates a logical path from
the data to the hypothesis.
Extensions or limits of theories are
identified.

3b) Analysis/Synthesis

Inadequate

Minimally developed

Moderately developed

Substantially developed

Vague discussion of detail.
No hypotheses.

Vague discussion of detail.

Little insight/analysis; that which is
provided is conventional or
underdeveloped. Hypotheses stated,
but not in operational definitions.
Unclear connection between theory
and hypotheses, or hypotheses are
contradictory or irrelevant to
theories.

Adequate discussion of detail
Adequate depth of insight/analysis.
Connections made between past
evidence and hypotheses.
Hypotheses stated, but not fully in
operational definitions. Theory
stated does not fully support
hypotheses.

Excellent discussion of detail.
Impressive depth of insight/analysis
Hypotheses stated fully in
operational definitions. Hypotheses
are deduced from the theories, and
serve as tests of the extensions or
limits of the theories.

4) APA Writing Stvle — third-person voice: orderly presentation of ideas (i.e. ‘the hourglass’). smoothness of expression

/15






