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	Total 
	/100


	Literary Quality (Presentation)
	Exceeds Requirements
	Meets Requirements
	Doesn’t meet requirements.
	____/40

	Length Max: 15 pages excluding references (double or 1.5 spacing), abstract, appendices and title page.
	No wasted space. Nothing missing. Right length. Easy to read. Holds reader's interest.
	Not too long or short (able to say what it needs to) Appendices are to be used for supplementary material *only*. The paper must be compete and readable without them.
	Too short (doesn't say enough). Too long (says stuff we don't want to know).  Used appendices to extend paper rather than as supplement.
	/5

	Format This is an APA format paper.
	No noticeable flaws or omissions.
	Clean. Consistent. Few errors or omissions. A title page, table of contents and reference list are to be included. Includes a short (one line) proposal indicating the domain of interest to the student.
	References not consistent. Style varies throughout document.
	/10

	Overall appearance Use of white-space 
	Clean, clear, Looks professional. 
	Helps readability. 
	Looks disorganized. Looks like it was thrown together at the last minute. Too much: white space used to make it look bigger. Interferes with readability. Too little: looks crowded – hard to keep one's place when reading. 
	/5

	Professional, grammatically correct 
	No noticeable problems 
	Very few problems. 
	Needs to be proofread. Inconsistent. Incomplete sentences where there should be some. Ignored typos. Looks like it was not proofread.
	/5

	Style and interest; Clarity of writing; flows naturally. Logic of work.
	Enjoyable to read.
	Paper follows logically from intro through body to conclusion. Each part is connected to the main thrust of the paper.
	Does not stick to the point; choppy; awkward. Had to re-read portions. Hard to follow / understand. Not clear why some parts were included or how they connect to the whole.
	/10

	Wordiness (each word should count) 
	Each word / phrase is meaningful, appropriate and adds some value to the whole paper. 
	Mostly OK. 
	Includes phrases that do not add to the meaning or content. Uses too many big or complex words when simple ones will do. 
	/5


	Technical Quality (Content)
	Exceeds Requirements
	Meets Requirements
	Doesn’t meet requirements.
	____/60

	Incorporation of readings.
	Exceptional insight.
	Analyze and reflect on readings and research to determine how these do or do not inform your game application or prototype.
	Little to no evidence that readings affected the application. References to readings were mundane and highly predictable.
	/10

	Literature Review
	Draws upon other articles that the student finds in the literature, but does not merely quote from, or repeat what was found in the literature. 

Used the literature review to extend their understanding of the intervention they have designed.

Goes beyond personal experience by interpreting literature from the domain that demonstrates how other scholars have defined and conducted research in the domain.
	Draws upon assigned readings from the course, but does not merely quote from, or repeat what was found in the literature. 

Used the literature review to support their understanding of the intervention they have designed. 

Builds from personal experience by summarizing literature from the domain that demonstrates how other scholars have defined and conducted research in the domain.
	Draws upon assigned readings from the course, but does little more than quote from, or repeat what was found in the literature.
	/10

	Justification of decisions.
	Decisions about what you did NOT include or do (and why) should also be captured, along with your frustrations, your ideas, and the "ah ha's!
	Documents decisions around what was included in the prototype, how it was developed, and why. 
	Poorly presented. Little to no informed justification of decisions.
	/10

	What went right? How successful was your design? (Did the researcher critique his/her own work?)
	Complete. Accurate.
	Pointed out most things.
	Missed stuff.
	/10

	What went wrong? What could have been improved? 
	Insightful.
	Fairly reasonable description of the problems and difficulties.
	Unable to articulate. Irrelevant or unimportant issues.
	/10

	Conclusions
	Includes further work.
	The conclusion should restate the original thesis / problem statement, and offer recommendations for future practice and research in the domain.
	Does not draw the paper together.
	/10
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