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RAC JURNAl Oz Alkan         

          

RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 

No Kriteria 
  

Skor 
Total 

Skor 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 
2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 

    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

          5   

19 
5 

Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
        4     

6 Results are summarized           5   

7 
Findings and/ or 

conclusions are stated 
          5   

    PROBLEM               

8 

The general problem of the 

study is introduce dearly 

inThere port 

          5   

50 

9 
Questions to be answered 

are stated precisely 
          5   

10 Problem state mentis clear           5   

11 

Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
            6 

That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study can 

be identified 
            6 

13 
Assumptions of the study 

can be identified 
            6 

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
            6 

15 
Significance of the problem 

is identified 
          5   

16 Research is justified             6 

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
              



17 
Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
          5   

31 

18 
Cited literature provides 

rationale for the research 
          5   

19 
Studies are criticaly 

examined 
            6 

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 

clear 

          5   

21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 

clearly stated  

          5   

22 

Review concludes with a 

brief summary or relevant 

literature and it 

simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

          5   

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               

23 

Subject population 

(sampling frame) is 

described 

            6 

81 

24 
Sampling method is 

described 
        4     

25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for non 

probability sampling) 

          5   

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
          5   

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

          5   

28 
Standards for protections of 

subjects are discusse 
            6 

    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 

presented 

            6 

30 

Reliability data pertinent to 

the present study are 

Reported 

          5   

31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

          5   

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
          5   



33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described to 

permit judgment of their 

appropriateness to the 

present study 

 

 

  

        5   

    c. Design             

34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

            6 

35 
Proper controls are 

included where appropriate 
            6 

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

            6 

37 

Description of design i s 

explicit enough to permit 

replication 

            6 

    DATA ANALYSIS               

38 

Information presented i s 

sufficient to answer 

research questions 

            6 

24 

39 
Statistical tests used are 

identified 
            6 

40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
            6 

hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 

Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 

way 

            6 

    DISCUSSION               

42 
Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
          5   

37 

43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

          5   

44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  

discussed 

          5   

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 

conceptual/ theoretical 

basis of study 

          5   



46 
Implications of the findings 

are discussed 
            6 

47 

Results are generalized on 

ly to populations on  which 

Study is based 

          5   

48 
Recommendations are 

made for further research 
            6 

    FORM  AND STYLE               

49 Report is clearly written           5   

16 

50 
Report is logically 

organized 
          5   

51 

Tone of report displays an 

unbiased, impartial, 

scientific attitude 

            6 

    Total             276 

GRAND TOTAL SCORE 

              

Katagori 

: 

Superior 

(205-306 

points) 

a. Superior(205-306 points) 

b. Average(103-204 points) 

c. Below Average(0-102 points) 

 

 

RAC JURNAl Muselema         

          

RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 

No Kriteria 
  

Skor 
Total 

Skor 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 
2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 

    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

        4     

20 

5 
Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
          5   

6 Results are summarized             6 

 



7 
Findings and/ or 

conclusions are stated 
            5 

    PROBLEM               

8 

The general problem of the 

study is introduce dearly 

inThere port 

            6 

50 

9 
Questions to be answered 

are stated precisely 
            6 

10 Problem state mentis clear             6 

11 

Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
          5   

That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study can 

be identified 
            6 

13 
Assumptions of the study 

can be identified 
            6 

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
          5   

15 
Significance of the problem 

is identified 
          5   

16 Research is justified           5   

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
              

17 
Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
          5   

31 

18 
Cited literature provides 

rationale for the research 
          5   

19 
Studies are criticaly 

examined 
          5   

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 

clear 

          5   

21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 

clearly stated  

          5   

22 

Review concludes with a 

brief summary or relevant 

literature and it 

simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

            6 

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               



23 

Subject population 

(sampling frame) is 

described 

            6 

79 

24 
Sampling method is 

described 
            6 

25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for non 

probability sampling) 

          5   

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
          5   

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

          5   

28 
Standards for protections of 

subjects are discusse 
          5   

    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 

presented 

            6 

30 

Reliability data pertinent to 

the present study are 

Reported 

          5   

31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

          5   

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
          5   

33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described to 

permit judgment of their 

appropriateness to the 

present study 

            6 

    c. Design             

34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

            6 

35 
Proper controls are included 

where appropriate 
          5   

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

          5   

37 

Description of design i s 

explicit enough to permit 

replication 

          5   

    DATA ANALYSIS               



38 

Information presented i s 

sufficient to answer 

research questions 

          5   

21 

39 
Statistical tests used are 

identified 
          5   

40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
          5   

hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 

Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 

way 

            6 

    DISCUSSION               

42 
Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
            6 

41 

43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

            6 

44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  

discussed 

            6 

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 

conceptual/ theoretical 

basis of study 

            6 

46 
Implications of the findings 

are discussed 
            6 

47 

Results are generalized on 

ly to populations on  which 

Study is based 

          5   

48 
Recommendations are 

made for further research 
            6 

    FORM  AND STYLE               

49 Report is clearly written             6 

18 

50 
Report is logically 

organized 
            6 

51 

Tone of report displays an 

unbiased, impartial, 

scientific attitude 

            6 

    Total             278 

GRAND TOTAL SCORE               
Katagori 

: 



a. Superior(205-306 points) 
Superior 

(205-306 

points) 
b. Average(103-204 points) 

c. Below Average(0-102 points) 

 

 

RAC JURNAl Ghorbani         

          
RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 

No Kriteria 
  

Skor 
Total 

Skor 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 
2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 

    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

            6 

24 
5 

Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
            6 

6 Results are summarized             6 

7 
Findings and/ or 

conclusions are stated 
            6 

    PROBLEM               

8 

The general problem of the 

study is introduce dearly 

inThere port 

          5   

48 

9 
Questions to be answered 

are stated precisely 
          5   

10 Problem state mentis clear             6 

11 
Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
          5   



That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study can 

be identified 
          5   

13 
Assumptions of the study 

can be identified 
          5   

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
          5   

15 
Significance of the 

problem is identified 
            6 

16 Research is justified             6 

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
              

17 
Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
          5   

32 

18 
Cited literature provides 

rationale for the research 
          5   

19 
Studies are criticaly 

examined 
            6 

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 

clear 

          5   

21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 

clearly stated  

            6 

22 

Review concludes with a 

brief summary or relevant 

literature and it 

simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

          5   

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               

23 

Subject population 

(sampling frame) is 

described 

            6 

79 

24 
Sampling method is 

described 
            6 



25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for non 

probability sampling) 

          5   

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
          5   

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

            6 

28 
Standards for protections 

of subjects are discusse 
            6 

    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 

presented 

          5   

30 

Reliability data pertinent to 

the present study are 

Reported 

          5   

31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

          5   

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
          5   

33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described to 

permit judgment of their 

appropriateness to the 

present study 

          5   

    c. Design             

34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

          5   

35 
Proper controls are 

included where appropriate 
          5   

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

          5   



37 

Description of design i s 

explicit enough to permit 

replication 

          5   

    DATA ANALYSIS               

38 

Information presented i s 

sufficient to answer 

research questions 

            6 

22 

39 
Statistical tests used are 

identified 
            6 

40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
          5   

hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 

Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 

way 

          5   

    DISCUSSION               

42 
Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
            6 

40 

43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

            6 

44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  

discussed 

          5   

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 

conceptual/ theoretical 

basis of study 

          5   

46 
Implications of the findings 

are discussed 
            6 

47 

Results are generalized on 

ly to populations on  which 

Study is based 

            6 

48 
Recommendations are 

made for further research 
            6 

    FORM  AND STYLE               



49 Report is clearly written             6 

18 

50 
Report is logically 

organized 
            6 

51 

Tone of report displays an 

unbiased, impartial, 

scientific attitude 

            6 

    Total         125 156 281 

GRAND TOTAL SCORE 

              

Katagori 

: 

Superior 

(205 s.d 

306 

point) 

a. Superior(205-306 points) 

b. Average(103-204 points) 

c. Below Average(0-102 points) 

 

 

RAC JURNAl Rhasmi         

          

RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 

No Kriteria 

  

Skor 

Total 

Skor 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 
2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 

    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

            6 24 



5 
Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
            6 

6 Results are summarized             6 

7 
Findings and/ or 

conclusions are stated 
            6 

    PROBLEM               

8 

The general problem of the 

study is introduce dearly 

inThere port 

          5   

50 

9 
Questions to be answered 

are stated precisely 
          5   

10 Problem state mentis clear             6 

11 

Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
          5   

That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study can 

be identified 
          5   

13 
Assumptions of the study 

can be identified 
            6 

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
            6 

15 
Significance of the problem 

is identified 
            6 

16 Research is justified             6 

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
              

17 
Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
          5   

31 

18 
Cited literature provides 

rationale for the research 
          5   

19 
Studies are criticaly 

examined 
          5   

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 

clear 

          5   



21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 

clearly stated  

          5   

22 

Review concludes with a 

brief summary or relevant 

literature and it 

simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

            6 

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               

23 

Subject population 

(sampling frame) is 

described 

            6 

90 

24 
Sampling method is 

described 
            6 

25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for non 

probability sampling) 

            6 

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
            6 

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

            6 

28 
Standards for protections of 

subjects are discusse 
            6 

    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 

presented 

            6 

30 

Reliability data pertinent to 

the present study are 

Reported 

            6 

31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

            6 

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
            6 

33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described to 

permit judgment of their 

appropriateness to the 

present study 

            6 

    c. Design             



34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

            6 

35 
Proper controls are included 

where appropriate 
            6 

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

            6 

37 

Description of design i s 

explicit enough to permit 

replication 

            6 

    DATA ANALYSIS               

38 

Information presented i s 

sufficient to answer 

research questions 

          5   

23 

39 
Statistical tests used are 

identified 
            6 

40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
            6 

hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 

Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 

way 

            6 

    DISCUSSION               

42 
Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
          5   

39 

43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

          5   

44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  

discussed 

          5   

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 

conceptual/ theoretical 

basis of study 

            6 

46 
Implications of the findings 

are discussed 
            6 

47 

Results are generalized on 

ly to populations on  which 

Study is based 

            6 



48 
Recommendations are 

made for further research 
            6 

    FORM  AND STYLE               

49 Report is clearly written           5   

17 50 
Report is logically 

organized 
            6 

51 

Tone of report displays an 

unbiased, impartial, 

scientific attitude 

            6 

    Total             292 

GRAND TOTAL SCORE 

              

Katagori 

:  

Superior 

(205-306 

points) 

a. Superior(205-306 points) 

b. Average(103-204 points) 

c. Below Average(0-102 points) 

 

RAC JURNAl Kawecka       

          

RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 

No Kriteria 
  

Skor 

Total Skor 1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 

    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

            6 

23 

5 
Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
            6 



6 Results are summarized             6 

7 
Findings and/ or 

conclusions are stated 
          5   

    PROBLEM               

8 

The general problem of 

the study is introduce 

dearly inThere port 

          5   

52 

9 
Questions to be answered 

are stated precisely 
          5   

10 Problem state mentis clear             6 

11 

Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
            6 

That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study 

can be identified 
            6 

13 
Assumptions of the study 

can be identified 
            6 

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
            6 

15 
Significance of the 

problem is identified 
            6 

16 Research is justified             6 

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
              

17 
Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
          5   

32 

18 
Cited literature provides 

rationale for the research 
          5   

19 
Studies are criticaly 

examined 
          5   

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 

clear 

            6 



21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 

clearly stated  

            6 

22 

Review concludes with a 

brief summary or relevant 

literature and it 

simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

          5   

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               

23 

Subject population 

(sampling frame) is 

described 

            6 

88 

24 
Sampling method is 

described 
            6 

25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for 

non probability sampling) 

            6 

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
            6 

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

            6 

28 
Standards for protections 

of subjects are discusse 
            6 

    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 

presented 

          5   

30 

Reliability data pertinent 

to the present study are 

Reported 

          5   

31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

            6 

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
            6 



33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described 

to permit judgment of 

their appropriateness to 

the present study 

            6 

    c. Design             

34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

            6 

35 

Proper controls are 

included where 

appropriate 

            6 

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

            6 

37 

Description of design i s 

explicit enough to permit 

replication 

            6 

    DATA ANALYSIS               

38 

Information presented i s 

sufficient to answer 

research questions 

            6 

24 

39 
Statistical tests used are 

identified 
            6 

40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
            6 

hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 

Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 

way 

            6 

    DISCUSSION               

42 
Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
            6 

39 

43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

          5   



44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  

discussed 

            6 

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 

conceptual/ theoretical 

basis of study 

          5   

46 
Implications of the 

findings are discussed 
          5   

47 

Results are generalized on 

ly to populations on  

which Study is based 

            6 

48 
Recommendations are 

made for further research 
            6 

    FORM  AND STYLE               

49 Report is clearly written           5   

16 

50 
Report is logically 

organized 
          5   

51 

Tone of report displays an 

unbiased, impartial, 

scientific attitude 

            6 

    Total             292 

GRAND TOTAL SCORE 

              

Kategori : 

Superior 

(205-306 

points) 

a. Superior(205-306 points) 

b. Average(103-204 points) 

c. Below Average(0-102 points) 

 

 

RAC JURNAl Nirmalasari         

          

RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 

No Kriteria 
  

Skor 

Total Skor 1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 
2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 



    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

            6 

24 
5 

Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
            6 

6 Results are summarized             6 

7 
Findings and/ or 

conclusions are stated 
            6 

    PROBLEM               

8 

The general problem of the 

study is introduce dearly 

inThere port 

          5   

42 

9 
Questions to be answered 

are stated precisely 
          5   

10 Problem state mentis clear         4     

11 

Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
        4     

That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study can 

be identified 
          5   

13 
Assumptions of the study 

can be identified 
        4     

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
          5   

15 
Significance of the problem 

is identified 
          5   

16 Research is justified           5   

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
              

17 
Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
          5   

32 

18 
Cited literature provides 

rationale for the research 
          5   



19 
Studies are criticaly 

examined 
            6 

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 

clear 

            6 

21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 

clearly stated  

          5   

22 

Review concludes with a 

brief summary or relevant 

literature and it 

simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

          5   

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               

23 

Subject population 

(sampling frame) is 

described 

        4     

82 

24 
Sampling method is 

described 
            6 

25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for non 

probability sampling) 

          5   

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
          5   

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

            6 

28 
Standards for protections of 

subjects are discusse 
          5   

    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 

presented 

            6 

30 

Reliability data pertinent to 

the present study are 

Reported 

            6 



31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

            6 

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
            6 

33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described to 

permit judgment of their 

appropriateness to the 

present study 

            6 

    c. Design             

34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

            6 

35 
Proper controls are included 

where appropriate 
          5   

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

          5   

37 

Description of design i s 

explicit enough to permit 

replication 

          5   

    DATA ANALYSIS               

38 

Information presented i s 

sufficient to answer 

research questions 

            6 

22 

39 
Statistical tests used are 

identified 
            6 

40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
            6 

hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 

Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 

way 

        4     

    DISCUSSION               



42 
Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
          5   

38 

43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

          5   

44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  

discussed 

          5   

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 

conceptual/ theoretical 

basis of study 

          5   

46 
Implications of the findings 

are discussed 
            6 

47 

Results are generalized on 

ly to populations on  which 

Study is based 

            6 

48 
Recommendations are 

made for further research 
            6 

    FORM  AND STYLE               

49 Report is clearly written             6 

16 

50 
Report is logically 

organized 
          5   

51 

Tone of report displays an 

unbiased, impartial, 

scientific attitude 

          5   

    Total             274 

GRAND TOTAL SCORE 

              

Kategori : 

Superior 

(205-306 

points) 

a. Superior(205-306 points) 

b. Average(103-204 points) 

c. Below Average(0-102 points) 

 

RAC JURNAl Yuliansyah         

          
RESEARCH APPRAISAL CHECKLIST 



No Kriteria 
  

Skor 

Total Skor 1 2 3 4 5 6 

TITLE             

1 Title is readily understood             6 

18 
2 Title is clear             6 

3 
Title is clearly related to 

content 
            6 

    ABSTRAK               

4 

Abstract  states 

problemand, where 

appropriate, hypotheses 

clearly and concisely 

          5   

21 
5 

Methodology is identified 

and described briefly 
            6 

6 Results are summarized             6 
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Findings and/ or 
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        4     
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11 

Hypotheses to be teted are 

stated precisely in a form 
          5   

That permits them to be 

tested 

12 
Limitation softhe study can 
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            6 

13 
Assumptions of the study 
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        4     

14 
Pertinent terms are/ can be 

operationally defined 
          5   

15 
Significance of the problem 

is identified 
          5   



16 Research is justified           5   

    
REVIEW OF 

LITERATURE 
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Cited literature is pertinent 

to research problem 
        4     
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rationale for the research 
        4     

19 
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        4     

20 

Relationship of problem to 

previous research is made 
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          5   

21 

A conceptual frame work/ 

theoretical rationale is 
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        4     

22 
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brief summary or relevant 
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simplications to the 

research problem 

understudy 

          5   

    METHODOLOGY               

    a. Subjects               

23 
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(sampling frame) is 

described 

            6 

87 

24 
Sampling method is 
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            6 

25 

Sampling method is 

justified (especially for non 

probability sampling) 

            6 

26 
Sample size is sufficient to 

reduce type II error 
          5   

27 

Possible sources of 

sampling error can be 

identified 

        4     

28 
Standards for protections of 

subjects are discusse 
          5   



    b. Instruments             

29 

Relevant previous 

reliability data are 
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          5   

30 

Reliability data pertinent to 

the present study are 

Reported 

          5   

31 

Relevant previous 

realibility data are 

presented 

          5   

32 
Validity data pertinent to 

present study are reported 
          5   

33 

Methods of data collection 

are sufficiently described to 

permit judgment of their 

appropriateness to the 

present study 

            6 

    c. Design             

34 

Design is appropriate to 

study questions and/or 

hypothesis 

            6 

35 
Proper controls are included 
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            6 

36 

Confounding/ moderating 

variables are/ can be 

identified 

            6 

37 
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explicit enough to permit 
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            6 
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38 
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            6 
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39 
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            6 
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            6 



hypotheses/ research 

questions 

41 
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presented in an easy-to 
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            6 
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42 
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stated 
          5   

36 
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substantianted by the 
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44 
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study are identified and  
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45 

Findings of study are 
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basis of study 
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        4     
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Assumptions of the study 
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Pertinent terms are/ can be 
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simplications to the research 
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            6 
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Sample size is sufficient to 
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30 
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32 
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33 
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34 
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35 
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inThere port 

          5   
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Hypotheses to be teted are 
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That permits them to be 
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        4     
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        4     
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        4     
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        4     
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described 

          5   
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          5   
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Standards for protections of 
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          5   
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          5   

30 
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Reported 

          5   

31 
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presented 

          5   

32 
Validity data pertinent to 
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        4     

33 

Methods of data collection 
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appropriateness to the 

present study 

        4     
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34 
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hypothesis 

        4     

35 
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36 
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identified 
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40 

Reported statistics are 

appropriate for 
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Table and figures are 

presented in an easy-to 

understand, informative 
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    DISCUSSION               
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Conclusions are clearly 

stated 
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43 

Conclusions are 

substantianted by the 

evidence presented 

        4     

44 

Methodological issues in 

study are identified and  
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        4     

45 

Findings of study are 

sprecifically related to 
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basis of study 
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Implications of the findings 
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47 
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