
Article 3 Rubric

Measure Question Poor Good Excellent

Points 0 10 20

Understanding

1. On page 684, describe the 

information given by F92, 21) = 1.2 

p = .355.

No description was provided.
A description was provided, but was 

incorrect OR not adequate.

A correct and adequate description was 

provided.

Points 0 3 5

#2 Hypothesis Step 1a & 1b
No research hypothesis was identified OR 

no null hypothesis was identified.

An incorrect research hypothesis was 

identified OR an incorrect null hypothesis 

was identified.

The correct research hypothesis AND null 

hypothesis were identified.

Points 0 3 5

#2 Level of Probability  Step 2 The level of probability was not identified.
An incorrect level of probability was 

identified.

The correct level of probability was 

identified.

Points 0 3 5

#2 Statistical Test Step 3
The statistical test to be used was not 

identified.

An incorrect statistical test to be used was 

identified OR the explanation was not 

adequate.

The correct statistical test to be used was 

identified AND the explanation was 

adequate.

Points 0 3 5

#2 t-Test Statistic Step 4 The t-test statistic was not identified. An incorrect t-test statistic was identified. The correct t-test statistic was identified.

Points 0 3 5

#2 Critical Value Step 5 The critical value was not identified. An incorrect critical value was identified. The correct critical value was identified.

Points 0 3 5

#2 Null Hypothesis 6, 7 & 8

The observed value was not compared to 

the critical value.  The null hypothesis was 

neither accepted or rejected.

Incorrect conclusions about the 

significance were provided the null 

hypothesis was accepted or rejected.

Correct conclusions about the significance 

were provided AND the null hypothesis was 

correctly accepted or rejected.

Points 0 5 10

#2 Conclusions

State your conclusion of this part of 

the study and compare your answer 

to the conclusions make by the 

authors of the article.

Conclusions were not drawn.
Conclusions were drawn but not compared 

to the authors' conclusions.

Conclusions were drawn and compared to 

the authors' conclusions.

Points 0 10 20

Unbalanced ANOVA

3. Give your thoughts on the 

concerns of having an unbalanced 

design for the ANOVA analysis part 

of this study.  Do the authors 

mention this limitation of their 

study anywhere in the article?

No thoughts were given.

Thoughts were provided about the 

unbalanced design for the ANOVA, but no 

answer was provided about the authors 

mentioning this limitation.

Thoughts were provided about the 

unbalanced design for the ANOVA AND an 

answer was provided about the authors 

mentioning this limitation.

0 10 20

Confidence

4. With these issues in mind, as the 

reader of this study how confident 

are you in the reported ANOVA 

results due to this unbalanced 

design?

A confidence level was not provided.
A confidence level was provided, but no 

reasons were provided.

A confidence level and reasons were 

provided.


