Kent’s Ph.D. Program, University of Louisville -- Comprehensive Exam Grading Rubric
	
	Criteria
	Outstanding  
	
	Average  
	
	Unacceptable  

	Written Examination
	1
The quality of the substantive content (background and significance, theories, research, policies, practice and ethics). 


	The presentation of content was current and comprehensive in all areas of this criterion. The writer exceeded my expectations in this regard.


	The content was current and comprehensive in all areas of this criterion. The writer met my expectations in this regard.


	The content appeared thin, inaccurate, or dated in one or two areas of this criterion.


	The content appeared thin, inaccurate, or dated in three areas of this criterion.


	The content appeared thin, inaccurate, or dated in four or five areas of this criterion.



	
	2  

The ability to think critically about the substantive content.
	The student demonstrated exceptional skill conceptualizing, synthesizing, integrating, and analyzing content related to the field of study. The writer presented impressions or conclusions that were well supported by data. The writer exceeded my expectations in this regard.


	The student demonstrated skill conceptualizing, synthesizing, integrating, and analyzing content related to the field of study. The writer presented impressions or conclusions that were well supported by data. The writer met my expectations in this regard. 
	The student demonstrated some skill conceptualizing, synthesizing, integrating, and analyzing content related to the field of study. However, critical thinking was inconsistent or lacked depth in some places. Some impressions or conclusions were not well-supported by data


	Student demonstrated some skill conceptualizing, synthesizing, integrating, and analyzing content related to the field of study. However, critical thinking is inconsistent or lacks depth in some places. Few impressions or conclusions were presented that move beyond the current knowledge base.


	Student’s ability to conceptualize, synthesize, integrate, and analyze content related to the field of study was not evident. Few impressions or conclusions were presented that move beyond the current knowledge base. 



	
	3 
Preparedness for independent and systematic scholarship
	The direction of the student’s scholarship is explicit, clear, important, and clearly builds upon a scholarly body of work. The writer exceeded my expectations in this regard.


	The direction of the student’s scholarship is explicit, clear, important, and clearly builds upon a scholarly body of work. The writer met my expectations in this regard.

	The direction of the student’s scholarship is not clear, but several options appear feasible and the student’s mastery of the basic definitions and processes that constitute the scientific process is adequate.


	The direction of the student’s scholarship was unclear. The student demonstrated minimal mastery of the basic definitions and processes that constitute the scientific process.


	The direction of the student’s scholarship was unclear. The student did not demonstrate mastery of the basic definitions and processes that constitute the scientific process.



	Oral Examination
	4 

Ability to articulate content from written paper
	The student presented content of the written examination succinctly and clearly. The presentation exceeded my expectations.

	The student presented content of the written examination succinctly and clearly. The presentation met my expectations.

	The student presented content of the written examination, but appeared to lack confidence or relied heavily on visual prompts. 

	The presentation of the written examination was somewhat inconsistent with the written work, critical elements were missing, or the presentation was poorly organized or delivered.

	The student was unable to present the information clearly.


	
	5 
Ability to answer questions posed by committee members
	The student answered questions comprehensively and insightfully with no prompts.

	The student answered questions comprehensively and insightfully with minimal reliance on prompts. 


	The student answered questions adequately with no prompts. 

	The student answered questions adequately with the assistance of prompts. 

	The student was unable to answer the majority of question with or without prompts.



Comp Grading Rubric by Frey 10.2.09, Doc Pgm, Exams, 10/2/2009 1:23 AM












