Literature Review and Research Questions Assignment — 20%

This rubric is intended to support a holistic evaluation of the assignment. Each category will be
assessed individually, but the final grade will reflect the overall quality of the work rather than a
mathematical average of the categories.

The categories are ordered roughly according to their importance to the assignment. Particular
emphasis will be placed on the synthesis of existing knowledge, critical engagement with sources
and forms of knowledge, the rationale for further investigation, and the development of a clear
and researchable research question.

A strong assignment should demonstrate consistent quality across the rubric. Strength in one
category does not necessarily compensate for significant weaknesses in another.
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