The University of Iowa College of Nursing

Nursing PhD Comprehensive Examination

DRP (Written) Grading Form

Student:


Date:

Use this form to grade the written DRP.  

Directions:

1. The Chairperson is responsible for distributing the Nursing PhD DRP Written Grading Sheet to each of the committee members when the student turns in his or her DRP. 

2. Prior to the oral exam each committee member is to fill out this form and turn it in to the chairperson at the oral exam.
3. Upon completion of the oral exam, the Chairperson collects and turns all forms into the College of Nursing Doctoral Program Coordinator (37 CNB). 

4. These forms will be reviewed by the Director of the PhD program and members of the PhD Admissions and Progression committee as needed for the purposes of program evaluation or in the case of a student disputing the outcome of the exam.
Grade (Choose One):

Satisfactory
Reservation
Unsatisfactory
Criteria for Grading the DRP

Depending on the topic, the length of the paper is approximately 20-40 pages, excluding figures and tables and references. Grading criteria are as follows:

1. Relevant literature is included and synthesized appropriately on the specific aims page.
2. The research problem and purpose of the study are well articulated. 
3. The aims (and when appropriate hypotheses) are clearly delineated and in the case of a quantitative study, measurable. 

4. The significance section includes an appropriate evaluation of the level of knowledge or state of the science related to the proposed research question or topic.

5. The conceptual framework or theoretical orientation is appropriate with respect to the aims of the project and type of design.

6. The selected research design fits the research problem, purpose, and proposed aims.

7. The rationale for the selection of the research design is clearly described. Strengths and limitations of the design are clearly and appropriately identified; a discussion of alternative designs is included and is comprehensive and appropriate.

8. The selected data collection method(s) will permit the researcher to address the aims. The rationale for the selection of data collection methods and the strengths and limitations of particular data collection methods are clearly and appropriately presented. A discussion of alternative data collection methods is included and is comprehensive and appropriate.

9. The analytic plan is specific and appropriate. A discussion of alternative analysis methods is included and is comprehensive and appropriate.

10. Ethical issues are adequately and appropriately addressed. 

11. The prospectus is clearly written and logically developed.

12. A standard style format, such as APA, is consistently and accurately used for citing references in text and in the bibliography.

Satisfactory: The student is graded as “satisfactory (passing) in all written parts of the DRP. 
Reservation: The student inadequately addresses one or more of the 12 criteria.

Unsatisfactory: The student completely omits or fails one or more of the 12 criteria from the written DRP.

Specify the rationale for your evaluation and specify deficiencies to be addressed by the student in a subsequent revision or during the oral exam. 
Overall Performance Options and Implications  (Choose One):

Pass:  The student is graded as passing the DRP and oral exam. The student has passed the exam and is not required to take any more comprehensive examination and is advanced to candidacy.

No Pass:  The student fails to meet the guidelines for completion and or oral exam. 

The student receiving an Unsatisfactory (failing) grade may retake the examination the next semester. The committee will decide whether all parts or just the failed parts should be reexamined. The time and manner of the second examination will be determined by the committee and will be stated in writing and given to the student. The student who twice fails the examination or who declines to take it a second time after failing once, or who fails to take it within four months after completing any necessary preparatory coursework or other requirements shall be dismissed from the program. The chair must notify the Director of the PhD program of this outcome.
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