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ASSIGNMENTS 
 

In all assignments your task is to conduct an empirical study using secondary data, and report the 

results in a form of slightly modified version of an APA style paper. It has to be written in APA 

format with strong emphasis on results section and should not exceed 2,500 words (unless stated 

otherwise, see Assignment III/IV) including in-text citations, important illustrations within the 

main body of text (Figures and Tables) but excluding Reference list and Appendix. Ten percent of 

the text can be added/withdrawn for Assignments I/II and 20% of the text can be added/withdrawn 

for Assignments III/IV.   

 

In terms of content and structure your report should strictly adhere to APA publication guidelines 

for reporting empirical studies (Please consult APA manual!!!). Because we want to concentrate 

to the maximum on content and logic of the communication your paper will have somewhat 

different format to a regular paper. Only the results sections should be fully written out. The 

introduction and discussion/conclusion and method sections should have a form of bullet pointed 

outline. Do not expect that making an outline will be any less work than writing a regular 

introduction (opposite might be true). In the bullet pointed outline each major point should be 

named by its function indicating it clearly. The content of each point should be as concise as 

possible and at the same time make it clear to the reader what you would write in this section. The 

points should be referenced in perfect APA style. The aim of this modification is for you to devote 

all your attention to the content, and structure of your communication rather than word count. 

The outline parts will be graded mainly on content. The content should cover all elements required 

by APA guidelines, all content included should be relevant, all content should be clear and all 

content should be correct and academically sourced. 

 

Please note that some general rules related to assignments and paper writing are provided in the 

course outline; please read them carefully.  

 

Reminder: please obtain data (for Poster II) in time!  

 

ASSIGNMENT I: MULTIPLE REGRESSION ANALYSIS 
 

Read the whole assignment before doing anything.  

Respondents from 30 countries included in round 8 of the European Social Survey (ESS) were 

questioned about their public attitudes and values. Use the data from the ESS (for more information 

see: www.europeansocialsurvey.org) to build theoretically and statistically valid regression model 

predicting happiness (happy) on a set of predictors selected based on thorough literature review. 

Thereby, perform the following: 

1. Scan the 499 variables in the data file to have a clue what is their meaning. For full text of 

each question you can visit ESS website and look them up in the documentation 

http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/data/  

mailto:s.stupar@ucr.nl
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Another informative source related to the development of the questionnaires (included the 

theories/models behind the variables included) from this survey can be found on:  

http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/methodology/ess_methodology/source_questionnai

re/source_questionnaire_development.html   

 

2. Look for recent and decent scientific publications indicating what might be the strongest 

predictors of happiness and what might be the most interesting predictors of happiness.  

 

Try to be innovative and to conduct a study that really adds something to previous body of 

the literature. You can find information about publications based on the cross-national 

European Social Survey in the ESS Bibliography: 

http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/bibliography/ However, do not neglect the previous 

research related to the same topic that is not based on the ESS-data.   

 

3. Clarify your sample that you want to include in your study. Make a choice between the 

countries that are included in the file and that you want to include in your data analysis.  

a. You may also choose to focus in your study on differences/similarities between two or 

more groups of countries (for example, Eastern versus Western European countries or 

some other classification) in your IV’s and DV. If this is the case, than you should 

recode the country/region related variable into a new categorical variable with smaller 

number of categories. Make sure that you clarify empirically this categorization.  

 

b. If you want to compare two or more countries on IV-DV relationships, you should use 

regression models that allow regression slope coefficients to vary between countries 

because we cannot assume that the associations between dependent and independent 

variables are constant across countries. This can be achieved either by running separate 

regression analyses for each country (this is the best option for you in this course) or 

by supplementing our models with so called interaction terms (which are computed by 

multiplying each country dummy with every other independent variable, or at least with 

every other variable whose association with the dependent variable varies substantially 

between countries) which is too early in the course to talk about it (we’ll talk about 

application of interaction in later assignments). Once when you run separate 

regressions, you need to compare of course findings including R-squares (your effect 

sizes) and beta’s (standardized b’s) in order to be able to say something about the 

differences. All other procedures/interpretations are similar. More info on analyses you 

can find on: http://essedunet.nsd.uib.no/cms/topics/regression/7/   

 

c. You may also choose to focus in your study on differences/similarities between specific 

countries (for example, the Netherlands versus Cuba) or even to focus only on one 

country. Make sure that you clarify empirically this choice. 

 

d. If you decide to do some analyses related to cross-cultural differences and similarities, 

make sure that you have clear hypothesis on this in your Introduction chapter.  
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4. Try to find variables in the data file that match theoretical predictors (if some other set of 

ESS data offers more relevant variables from your point of view you can use a different 

set). Make sure that your model contains both continuous and dummy predictors. 

 

5. Using blocks in SPSS build a hierarchy of regression models predicting happiness adding 

conceptually consistent groups of predictors in separate blocks. Each expanded model 

should have more explanatory power than the previous model (the R2 –change option).  
 

Analysis Caution: 

1. Have the reader in mind: do not exaggerate with number of models in the hierarchy (2-3 blocks/models 

maximum).  

2. Do not forget to turn all categorical variables into dummy codes before putting them in the regression 

model. 

3. Realize that some variables apply only to a part of respondents some others exist only in certain years so 

using them will restrict your sample e.g. you can’t have in your model question that was asked only to 2002 

respondents and another that was asked only to respondents from 2004 survey because nobody answered 

both questions, or if you would use job satisfaction as a predictor only employed people will be left in your 

sample. 

 

6. Write the paper 

(1) Make a title page. 

(2) Write the theoretical introduction: 

 Formulate a central research problem and research question of your study.  

 State the relevance of the research question supporting it with references. 

 Review the literature to find what hypotheses/or more specific questions 

you can come up in relation to your central question. Cite properly recent 

and relevant articles on the subject (APA-style) and add them to a reference 

list. 

(3) Write a proper method section including all the details that need to be included 

(sample and sampling, measures/variables, analyses).   

(4) Write a proper results section: 

 Before answering the central question it is important to give a description 

of all variables used in the multiple regression models, especially the DV 

(happy), in terms of mean, standard deviation, median, minimum and 

maximum values.  

 Also, describe and interpret the missing values of the variables (in any case 

the DV). 

 Furthermore, before presenting analyses think about the direction of the 

effects, and their substantive interpretation. Did you formulate one-sided or 

two-sided hypotheses? What does it mean for the p-values? For example, 

one could hypothesize that the higher the educational level, the higher the 

happiness. This is a one-sided hypothesis.  

 For each model report the quality of the model fit (R2). State the 

corresponding statistical hypothesis. Check the significance value of R2 

using the Analysis of Variance table. Give your conclusion. 

 Present in APA style the standardized and non-standardized regression 

coefficients of predictors, their standard errors, t-values, p-values. Your 
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interpretation has to be both statistically and substantively valid. 

 After expanding the model do the same as for the first model, but also give 

a substantive explanation for the difference between models - evaluate the 

significance of the R2 –change and discuss the changes in regression 

coefficients of the common variables e.g.: Was there a significant difference 

in happiness of women and men, before we control for the additional IV’s, 

how large was it? Did the difference between of female and male happiness 

change between base and extended model? 

(5) Write a proper discussion and conclusion section. 

(6) Put APA Reference list followed by appendices on the end of the paper. 
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ASSIGNMENT II: ASSUMPTIONS IN MULTIPLE REGRESSION 

 

1. Start with the assignment I. Improve the flaws in it.  

2. At the end of the method section/ beginning of results add a new section devoted to 

checking all the assumptions of regression model: e.g.  

(1) Linearity (especially the relation between the DV and any continuos variables) 

(2) Homoscedasticity 

(3) Multicollinearity  

(4) Normality 

(5) Outliers in Y-space: use 3 standard deviations as a threshold.  

(6) Outliers in X-space: use the Mahalanobis boundaries. Repeat the analyses without 

outliers. Discuss any differences with the analysis results with or withou them. Try to 

understand why some observations are outliers in X-space and/or Y-space. 

(7) Please check for the other assumptions not listed above. 
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POSTER 1: ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE 
 

The European Values Study (EVS) is a large-scale, cross-national, and longitudinal survey 

research program on basic human values. The EVS provides insights into the ideas, beliefs, 

preferences, attitudes, values and opinions of citizens all over Europe. The EVS started in 1981, 

the survey is repeated in a variable number of countries every nine years. The fourth wave in 2008 

covers no less than 47 European countries/regions, from Iceland to Georgia and from Portugal to 

Norway. In total, about 70,000 people in Europe are interviewed. More information regarding the 

EVS can be found on: http://www.europeanvaluesstudy.eu/ More than 1600 publications are listed 

in the EVS Bibliography: http://www.europeanvaluesstudy.eu/page/publications.html  

Use the longitudinal data file (1981-2008) ZA4804_v3-0-0.sav from European Values Study, 

EVS, for this assignment. More information (including the original data file) can be found on:  

https://dbk.gesis.org/dbksearch/sdesc2.asp?no=4804&search=media%20aggression&search2=&f

ield=all&field2=&DB=e&tab=0&notabs=&nf=1&af=&ll=10  

Create a poster (minimum A1 page, stating the names of the authors, the research title, the research 

problem, the analyses, results, and conclusions) that is based on a cross-sectional study that you 

will conduct using the EVS data file ZA4804_v3-0-0.sav. Perform the following tasks starting with 

the SPSS data file simplification followed by conducting of ANCOVA: 

1. Clarify your sample that you want to include in your study. Make a choice between the 

countries that are included in the file and that you want to include in your data analysis (see 

Assignment I for more info related to this matter).  

2. Make a choice between the waves of data collection that are included in the file and that 

you want to include in your data analysis. Your current study supposed to be cross-

sectional. Note that depending on wave, the list of variables included in survey may vary.  

3. Perform an analysis of variance to determine, for example in case that you are Poster group 

1, whether the respondent’s feelings at home (relaxation, anxiety, happiness, aggression 

and safety; A020-A024; continuous variables) depend on some categorical variables such 

as type of habitat (whether respondents live in rural area/village, small-medium town, or 

large town) and education level, and the possible interaction between them (in this 

example, type of habitat*education level). If the interaction is not significant, repeat the 

analysis with main effects only. Please make a theoretically supported choice of your 

predictors (IV’s).  

4. Perform an analysis of covariance where you will incorporate a continuous covariate with 

the purpose of statistically controlling for it; please choose a valid covariate from the data 

set that may ‘confound’ your previous results from ANOVA (make this choice based on 

previous research). Compare the results from these analyses of covariance with the results 

from the analyses of variance (including the interaction) and interpret the differences (are 

adjusted means - the original means adjusted for the covariate – different from the original 

one?).  

 
Analysis Caution: 

1. Make sure that the type of variables (continuous versus categorical) of your IV’s, DV’s and Covariates 

is in line with assumptions for AN(C)OVA. Recall that continuous variables refer to variables of a scale 

mailto:s.stupar@ucr.nl
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measurement level (interval and ratio) while categorical variables refer to variables of a nominal, 

dichotomous and ordinal measurement level.   

2. Be aware that your IV’s and Covariates do not have to be necessarily the demographics; they can be 

any other (set of) variable(s) from data set that you can justify from the theoretical point of view.  

3. You may include more than one IV, DV or covariate, but bear in mind that you need to create a coherent 

story out of your research; so, including more variables doesn’t increase the quality of your poster per 

se.    

 

5. Investigate all important assumptions of the analysis of covariance model: e.g. linearity in 

the relation between the DV and the covariate, and homogeneity of regression. Do not 

forget to take the results of this investigation into consideration when you report the results 

for the analyses. 

6. What can you report about the effect-size?  

 

IMPORTANT:  

POSTER group 1: use one ore more ‘feelings at home’ related variables (relaxation, anxiety, 

happiness, aggression and safety; A020-A024) as your DV; make sure that you include at least 2 

IV (important for interaction effect) and 1 Covariate.  

POSTER group 2: use one or more ‘attitudes toward religious leaders’ related variables (F102-F105) 

as your DV; make sure that you include at least 2 IV (important for interaction effect) and 1 

Covariate. 

POSTER group 3: use one ore more ‘attitudes toward immigrants’ related variables (G038-G045) as 

your DV; make sure that you include at least 2 IV (important for interaction effect) and 1 Covariate. 

POSTER group 4: use one or more ‘satisfaction with your life’ related variables (A170-A172) as your 

DV; make sure that you include at least 2 IV (important for interaction effect) and 1 Covariate. 

POSTER group 5: use one ore more ‘meaning and purpose of life’ related variables (F001, F002, 

F005, F010) as your DV; make sure that you include at least 2 IV (important for interaction effect) 

and 1 Covariate. 

 

You may deviate from this choice of DV’s but only after the consultation with the instructor.   

mailto:s.stupar@ucr.nl
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ASSIGNMENT III: LOGISTIC REGRESSION ANALYSIS  

 

Read the whole assignment before doing anything.  

Use data from round 8 of the European Social Survey to build theoretically and statistically valid 

regression model predicting people’s voting behavior (whether they voted or not during the last 

national election, vote) on a set of predictors selected based on thorough literature review.  

1. Search existing scientific literature for any potential predictors of people’s voting behavior 

and determine what might be strongest and the most interesting predictors of whether people 

will vote or not. Search the contents of the data file for variables indicated by literature and 

common sense. 

2. Clarify your sample that you want to include in your study. Make a choice between the 

countries that are included in the file and that you want to include in your data analysis. 

3. Construct a model, predicting (dependent variable) from (a combination of) the selected 

variables. Use main effects for your first model. Among other things, you should discuss the 

significance and the practical relevance of the predictors, the model fit, and the predictive 

quality of the model. Also look for (sets of your) IV’s (using blocks, and specific methods of 

regression) that best predict people’s voting behavior. This means that your final model is the 

leanest most explanatory model you can find! Hence, it does not necessarily contain all the 

IV’s mentioned above!  

4. Expand the first model, by adding promising interactions. Evaluate the interaction terms in a 

substantive way. Does the adding of interactions significantly improve your first model?   

5. Check all necessary assumptions and check for outliers. 

 

Additional information: your paper naturally contains an outline of a good theoretical introduction 

justifying your theoretical model explaining why do people (not) vote, and outline of your method 

contains a good introduction to this part of the European Social Survey.  

 

Do no not use 21 items related to human values (from ipcrtiv to impfun) in your models yet; you will 

use them in the assignment IV. However, you may benefit from thinking of how you will include the 

new human values factors/components in your regression model (see Assignment IV).  
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ASSIGNMENT IV: PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS 
 

First, improve the assignment III. Then, expand it by adding more predictors to the model: the 

dataset contains 21 items related to measuring of one’s value orientations, ipcrtiv to impfun. But for 

obvious reasons you can not add them to your model just like that. Thus before adding them you 

will try to reduce these items to few underlaing factors. Use principal component analysis (a 

principal axis factor analysis described in Field, 2018) from the SPSS factor module to create them.  

 

Answer the following questions: 

 

1. What do you think? How many factors are needed to reduce the 21 items? Use substantive 

arguments, the proportion of explained variance, and the scree plot to reach a decision. 

2. Interpret the factor solution. Use the rotation (VARIMAX and/or OBLIMIN (delta = 0)) that 

leads to the simplest interpretation. Note that in order to determine and explain what the 

simplest interpretation is, you have to look at each of the two rotations. 

3. Look at the contents of your factors described and name them. Are these factors in line with 

a proposal for measuring value orientations across nations in the ESS? See 

http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/docs/methodology/core_ess_questionnaire/ESS_core_

questionnaire_human_values.pdf  

4. Extend the final model from the last assignment with components that you obtained.  

a. You can extent the most leanest model by adding new human values factors/components 

in the new additional block and run the logistic regression again.  

b. You can also add these new human values factors/components in any other block during 

the process of building the most leanest model, depending on theoretical support of it, but 

then you need to be clear about it from the start (Introduction & Methods).  

5. Compare the new model (with human values) to the previous, find and discuss differences. 
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POSTER 2: REPEATED MEASURES ANALYSIS 
 

By default you do only one point “A”, the one corresponding to your group number, but if your 

theory suggests more sophisticated model you are welcome to do it after consulting the teacher. 

The same applies for data-analyses; if you want to include more than 3 waves (see text below), 

you are allowed to do so only after consulting the teacher.   

The LISS (Longitudinal Internet Studies for the Social sciences) panel is the principal component 

of the project Measurement and Experimentation in the Social Sciences (MESS) in the 

Netherlands. The LISS panel consists of 4500 households, comprising 7000 individuals. The 

panel is based on a true probability sample of households drawn from the population register by 

Statistics Netherlands. The LISS Core Study is a longitudinal study carried out each year in the 

LISS panel (9 waves are available). It provides repeated measures of the same set of variables for 

the same individuals and households. For this assignment you will focus only on data collected 

from the LISS Core Study on politics and values.  

Use the longitudinal data files (waves 7, 8 and 9 collected during the 2013-2017 period) 

cv14g_EN_1.0p.sav (wave 7),  cv16g_EN_1.0p.sav (wave 8), and cv17g_EN_1.0p.sav (wave 9) 

from the LISS Core Study on politics and values which is the part of the LISS panel for this 

assignment. You can download the data after obtaining permission from the LISS panel (so be in 

time, it takes usually a week): https://www.dataarchive.lissdata.nl/study_units/view/22 and here 

you can find more information related to publications on this topic: 

https://www.dataarchive.lissdata.nl/study_units/view/22  

Create a poster that is based on a longitudinal study that you will conduct combining the LISS 

data files cv14g_EN_1.0p.sav (wave 7),  cv16g_EN_1.0p.sav (wave 8), and cv17g_EN_1.0p.sav 

(wave 9) from the LISS Core Study on politics and values. Thereby, use mixed design repeated 

measures ANOVA and test the changes over time (waves) in respondent’s attitudes toward 

various topics. Specifically, test: 

A1. Whether there was a change over time in the degree of being “left” or “right” in a political 

sense cv14g101 cv16h101 cv17i101 (flatness null hypothesis), 

A2. Whether there was a change over time in the attitudes toward euthanasia cv14g102 

cv16h102 cv17i102 (flatness null hypothesis), 

A3. Whether there was a change over time in the attitudes toward differences in income 

cv14g103 cv16h103 cv17i103 (flatness null hypothesis), 

A4. Whether there was a change over time in the attitudes toward immigrants cv14g104 

cv16h104 cv17i104 (flatness null hypothesis), 

A5. Whether there was a change over time in the attitudes toward European unification 

cv14g105 cv16h105 cv17i105 (flatness null hypothesis). 

 

B. Whether there is a difference in these attitudes between women and men (levels null 

hypothesis). You can replace or complement sex with another theoretically important 

factor.  
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C. Whether the attitudes of women changed more over time than the attitudes of men (parallel 

null hypothesis). If you used other factor adjust the questions accordingly. 

 

D. Test all necessary assumptions. 

 

E. If your theory suggests the inclusion of a covariate, you are free to include it. 

 

Search existing literature on these attitudes toward various topics (left-right orientation, 

euthanasia, differences in income, immigrants, and European unification) in relation to other 

included variables in your research (these 3 data files) in order to provide support for your 

hypotheses.  

Analysis Caution: 

1. Before being able to run the main analyses, you need to merge those 3 data-files into one single 

data file. You can identify easily the respondents included in all three waves based on variable 

nomem_encr. This is important as you will merged files based on this variable (matching 

variable). Before starting merging the files, you need to make sure that you are familiar with 

this procedure so that you in the end have a data-file that contains only respondents that 

answered the questions on all 3 waves of data collection. Typical procedure for this situation 

would be: data-merge files-add variables-placing your matching variables in ‘key variables’ 

field-match cases on key variable-both files provide cases-ok. It is important to sort your 

matching variable nomem_encr ascending in all data files before starting this procedure. 

Advice: clean up first all three files by leaving only variables in that you are interested to 

explore in your study/assignment.  

2. Make sure that you combined the longitudinal data files with files that contain demographics 

and so various categorical data that you may need for inclusion of a between-subject factor. 

3. Once when you merged the files, you will notice that there is a lot missing data. However, about 

2,890 participants filled in answers related to all here mentioned attitudes during all 3 waves 

(7, 8 and 9).  

4. Make sure that your data is structured in the wide format (one row for each participant) as this is 

required for repeated measures procedures in SPSS. Therefore, you may need to apply the 

procedure of restructuring data from ‘long’ to ‘wide’ format.  
 

Most crucial variables in the datafiles: 

 Wave 7 Wave 8 Wave 9 

Number of household member 

encrypted; this variable is important 

for merging the files as this is your 

unique respondent number  

nomem_encr nomem_encr nomem_encr 

Left-right orientation cv14g101  cv16h101  cv17i101  

Attitudes toward euthanasia cv14g102 cv16h102  cv17i102 

Attitudes toward differences in income cv14g103 cv16h103 cv17i103 

Attitudes toward immigrants cv14g104 cv16h104 cv17i104 

Attitudes toward European unification cv14g105 cv16h105 cv17i105 

 

mailto:s.stupar@ucr.nl


SSCRMET201 Methods & Statistics II  
Instructor:  dr. Snežana Stupar-Rutenfrans                                 Email: s.stupar@ucr.nl              Office: E0.05 

12 
 

Assignments II & IV Grading Rubric 

Date: 

Authors: 

 

Each of the criteria set out below will be evaluated on a scale from 1 to 4. Please note that the numbers are not 

totaled in the overall grade. Instead, they are meant to indicate a relative level of performance in each category. The 

final grade will be based 95% on the Content and 5% on the Style. Note that the total grade contains 75% of own 

work (intro + discussion or methods + results), 20% of other student’s work (intro + discussion or methods + 

results), and 5% is related to the style.   

 
4 (Exceptional) 80+ 3 (Commendable) 67+ 2 (Satisfactory) 56+ 1 (Needs Work) 50+ Weight  

CONTENT 95%:                                                                              Introduction 

- Clear introduction; purpose, 

research problem, theoretical 
background, relevant 

literature well integrated. 

- Central question (and relevant 

subquestions) and hypotheses 

well phrased.  

- The research question is fully 
connected to (or the 

hypothesis is fully derived 

from) the problem 
description. 

Justification/relevance clear. 

- Structure ‘guides’ the reader 
in a logical way to follow the 

authors’ line of thinking.  

 

- Mostly clear introduction; 

clear purpose, clear research 
problem, clear theoretical 

background, relevant literature 

mostly well integrated.  

- Central question (and relevant 

subquestions) noted, though 

sub-optimally phrased.  
- The research question is well 

connected to (or the hypothesis 

is well derived from) the 
problem description. 

- Justification/relevance mostly 

clear. Could be more polished, 
or the reader is left with a 

minor question as to relevance.  

- Awkward, sketchy or unclear 

introduction;  purpose, research 
problem, theoretical 

background,  literature  provided 

but could be more 

relevant/better integrated. 

- Central question (and relevant 

subquestions) present but needs 
rephrasing for proper scientific 

inquiry. 

- The research question is 
somewhat connected to (or the 

hypothesis is somewhat derived 

from) the problem description. 
- Justification/relevance unclear. 

The reader is left with a major 

question as to relevance or 
justification. 

- Unclear/incomplete 

introduction;  purpose, 
research problem, theoretical 

background,  literature 

missing/not relevant. 

- Central question (and relevant 

subquestions) missing or 

unclear. 
- The research question is not 

connected to (or the 

hypothesis is not derived 
from) the problem description. 

- Justification/relevance 

missing/unclear. The reader is 
left wondering why the study 

should be performed at all, 

much less read.  

25% 

Method Explanation 

- Subjects identified. Sample 

and method can easily be 
compared to other studies.  

- Variables clearly described + 

well-constructed. 

- Analysis correct, accurately 

and concisely described and 

justified (follows from theory 
and matches the hypotheses). 

- Procedure and justification 

for principal component 
analysis (PCA) clearly and 

concisely described. 

Replication possible.  
- Clear explanation how 

models for the regression are 

constructed (i.e. how 
variables are selected, and 

model optimization 
procedures), replication 

possible.  

- Subjects identified. Sample 

and method can be compared 
to other studies.  

- Variables described. 

- Analysis correct, described and 

justified. 

- Procedure and / or justification 

for principal component 
analysis sub-optimal in clarity 

or brevity. Replication 

possible.  
- Model construction broadly 

described, some detail missing, 

replication possible. 

- Sample or method can barely be 

compared to other studies.  
- Variables described but could be 

more clear, constructions 

questionable. 

- Analysis correct, described and 

justified but could have been 

more clear.  
- Procedure or justification for 

principal component analysis 

provided in insufficient detail or 
in too great detail. Replication 

without some interpretation 

impossible, or data irrelevant to 
interpretation / replication is 

presented.  

- Model construction and 
optimization described in 

insufficient detail, or in too great 
detail. Replication without some 

interpretation impossible, or data 

irrelevant to interpretation / 
replication is presented. 

- Poor presentation of the 

method or sample, and/or 
cannot be compared to other 

studies because crucial 

information is not reported 

(e.g. age range of sample 

given, but no mean age).  

- Variables not well 
described/constructed. 

- Analysis incorrect, not well 

described/justified or missing.  
- Procedure and justification for 

principal component analysis 

missing, or provided in 
insufficient detail or in too 

great detail. Replication using 

described method would not 
lead to highly similar results 

or cannot be conducted.   
- Model construction and 

optimization ill-described or 

missing. Replication using 
described method would not 

lead to highly similar results 

or cannot be conducted.   

25% 

Results: Descriptive Statistics and Assumptions 

- All appropriate descriptive 
statistics included per 

variable, thoughtfully and 

efficiently displayed. 
- Thorough description of 

missing data per relevant 

variable.  
- All assumptions are checked 

(+how they were checked) 

- Appropriate descriptive 
statistics included per variable, 

though not presented in the 

most efficient way (e.g. 2 
tables where 1 could have 

sufficed). 

- Reasonable attempt to describe 
missing values of the main 

variables. 

- Descriptive statistics included 
per variable, some missing or 

some not appropriate, or 

presented highly inefficiently or 
illogically. 

- Poor attempt to describe missing 

values of the main variables.  

- Descriptive statistics are 
missing or mostly 

inappropriate / superfluous.  

- No attempt to describe 
missing values of the main 

variable. Reader is left with 

crucial questions. 
- Assumptions are not checked, 

or checked using 

12.5% 
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and it is clearly stated if they 

are met or not. 

- Assumptions are checked 

(+how they were checked) and 
it is stated if they are met or 

not. 

- Assumptions are not all checked, 

or it is not stated clearly whether 
they are met or not. 

inappropriate method, or 

reported meeting assumptions 
which are not met. 

Results: ‘Main’ Statistics (Regression, PCA)  

- Reporting of both PCA & 
Regression clear, in APA 

style.  

- Figures and tables logically 
chosen and include all 

relevant information. Primary 

information is included in the 
main paper, secondary and / 

or tertiary information is 

selected critically, and 
referenced to be found in the 

appendix.  

- Results contain no mistakes. 

- Reporting of both PCA & 
regression clear, though with 

minor errors in APA-style.  

- Figures and tables are not 
chosen optimally, or do not 

include all relevant 

information. Primary 
information is included in the 

main paper, though occluded 

by some secondary / tertiary 
information best moved to the 

appendix.  

- Results contain no major 
mistakes. 

- Reporting of both PCA & 
regression mostly clear, though 

with one or two large deviations 

from APA-style or unclear. 
- Figures and tables are chosen 

seemingly arbitrarily. Some 

primary information missing 
from the main paper, or heavily 

occluded by information that 

should be moved to the 
appendix.  

- Results contain one or two 

mistakes. 

- Reporting of PCA & 
regression unclear. The reader 

cannot compare this PCA or 

regression to a similar one 
found in the literature.  

- Figures and tables absent, bear 

little resemblance to APA 
style, or are chosen in such a 

way that the reader has to 

expend a large amount of 
energy to interpret them (e.g. 

direct copy from SPSS). No 

thought is put into tables / 
figures in the main article vs. 

appendix.  

- Results contain three or more 
mistakes. 

12.5% 

Discussion / Conclusion 

- Clear, appropriate 

conclusions as a result of 
interpretation of data in light 

of the existing literature, ties 

back to the theoretical 
framework, provides an 

answer to the research 

question. 
- Limitations discussed are 

insightful, including 

statistical limitations 
/confounders as a result of 

dataset (e.g. only marital 

status ‘single’ remains in 
dataset due to missing data, 

while this is not sample 

choice).  
- Directions for future research 

are given which go beyond 

standard recommendations 
(e.g. repeat the research with 

a larger sample). 

- Generally appropriate 

conclusions, though remains 
too close to the data (e.g. 

summary of results more than 

interpretation of results). 
Nevertheless, all conclusions 

tie back to the theoretical 

framework, provides an 
answer to the research 

question. 

- All major limitations are 
discussed and relevant, though 

1 or 2 relatively major 

limitations (either in design or 
data)  may be overlooked.  

- Directions for future research 

are given, though mostly 
remain at a basic level (repeat 

the study with a larger 

sample). 

- Conclusions are not all clear or 

correct, poorly linked to the 
theoretical framework, or a 

contradiction with theoretical 

framework or background is 
overlooked. As a result of this 

conclusion, the research 

question is not sufficiently or 
clearly answered.  

- Limitations discussed are not all 

relevant, show little insight, or 
more than 2 major limitations 

(either in design or data) are 

overlooked.  
- Directions for future research 

are limited, or can be entirely 

summarized by research basics 
(bigger N, more rigorous sample 

selection etc).   

- Conclusions are missing or 

almost all incorrect, lack a 
link to the theoretical 

framework. As a result of this 

conclusion, the research 
question remains unanswered. 

- Limitations 

discussed are not 
relevant/insightful, more than 

one crucial limitation 

overlooked, or more than 4 
major limitations are 

overlooked.  
- Directions for future research 
are missing, do not follow 

from or ‘solve’ limitations, or 

are bad research practice / 
flawed (e.g. study pregnancy 

using a sample of males, use 

self-report for intelligence).   

25% 

STYLE 5%:                                    Format (APA), Citations & Language; Length; Appendices + Referral to appendices 

- Clear APA headings & sub-
headings. 

- Tables and figures presented 

in APA style and easily 
readable.  

- Sources cited in appropriate 
style. 

- APA headings & sub-headings 
were relevant.  

- Tables and figures made 

correctly and in a self-
explanatory way.  

- One to two cases of  incorrect 
citation. 

- APA headings & sub-headings 
used but could use work. 

- Tables and figures are correct, 

but some info is confusing.  
- Three or more sources of 

incorrect citation. 

- APA Headings & sub-
headings missing or not 

following APA. 

- Tables and figures not 
following APA style; tables 

difficult to read; tables split 
across pages; etc.  

- Sources not cited. 

25% 

- Clear, concise academic 

language, well structured, 
appropriate focus, no errors in 

Academic English. 

- The paper is consistent, 
telling one coherent story 

from start to finish. 

- A few instances of unclear 

language, structure, and/or 
focus. Could be more concise. 

No major errors in Academic 

English.  
- The writing is generally 

consistent with itself, could be 

more coherent. 

- Many instances of unclear 

language, structure and/or focus 
understanding the paper 

difficult. Some errors in 

Academic English.  
- A few instances of inconsistent 

or contradictory information. 

- Major issues with language 

structure and/or focus greatly 
impede understanding. Major 

errors in Academic English.  

- Several instances of 
inconsistent or contradictory 

information. 

25% 

- Short, fully in line with the 

word-count and to the point, 

while still containing 
adequate detail and depth. 

- Length is about right. Contains 

most essential information, 

information is relevant and 
redundancy is generally 

avoided. 

 

- Somewhat too short, paper lacks 

detail &/or depth. Somewhat too 

long, should be more to the point 
or has some redundancy. 

- Too short, paper lacks detail 

&/or depth (impedes 

understanding and/or 
replication not possible). Too 

long, paper contains irrelevant 

information  &/or has 
redundancy. 

25% 
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- Appendix well organized and 

clearly labeled, appropriate 
material is included. 

- All information in the 

appendix is referred to in the 
paper. 

- Syntax well formatted and 

organized.  

 

- Appendix mostly organized and 

clearly labeled. Most material 
included is appropriate.  

- Most information in the 

appendix is referred to in the 
paper. 

- Syntax included, some attempt 

to format and organize. 

 

- Information in appendix is not 

well organized and/or lacks clear 
labels. 

- Some information included of 

questionable relevance OR some 
relevant information missing. 

- Some information in the 

appendix isn’t referred to in the 
paper. 

- Syntax included. 

- Information in the appendix is 

unorganized with no clear 
labels. 

- Appendix contains irrelevant 

information OR is missing 
relevant information. 

- Syntax missing, incomplete or 

disorganized. 

25% 

TOTAL GRADE 100% 

Presentation Grading Rubric 
Presenter: 

Date: 

Topic(s): 

 

Each of the criteria set out below will be evaluated on a scale from 1 to 4. Please note that the numbers are not 

totaled in the overall grade. Instead, they are meant to indicate a relative level of performance in each category. The 

final grade will be based 60% on the Content, 10% on the Discussion, and 30% on the Style.  

 

  

  Weight 

 4 (Exceptional) 80+ 3 (Commendable) 67+ 

 
2 (Satisfactory) 56+ 

 
1 (Needs Work) 50+ 

 
 

CONTENT 60% 

Introduction & 

Conclusion 

- Clear introduction; clear 

purpose, overview, and 
agenda; relevant & clear 

background. 

- Final conclusions are accurate 
and relevant; policy 

implications are interest-

provoking. 

- Clear introduction; clear 

overview/agenda and 
background, but could be 

more complete or polished. 

- Proper conclusions drawn. 

- Awkward, sketchy or 

unclear overview/agenda 
and background. 

- Conclusions not totally 

clear. 

- No introduction or 

overview, background 
or agenda. 

- Conclusions unclear; 

little reflection on 
results. 

20% 

Method 

Explanation 

- Method presented accurately, 

showing a thorough 

understanding of both the 
theory and rationale behind 

the method. 

- The level of detail sufficient 
for other students to obtain an 

accurate sense of the main 

points covered in the chapter 
(assignment). 

- Proper understanding of the 

method/topic. 

- The level of detail sufficient 
for other students to obtain 

an accurate sense of the 

main points covered in the 
chapter (assignment). 

- Satisfactory  

understanding of the 

method, but with a few 
inaccuracies. 

- Not enough elaboration 

on the method. 

- Poor understanding of 

the method. 

- Barely any info for the 
audience to understand 

the methodology behind 

the estimates. 

20% 

Results & 

Interpretation 

- Proper and interesting 

interpretation of results. 

- Proper interpretation of 

results. 

- Some of the 

interpretations are 
questionable 

- Missing/incorrect 

interpretation of results. 

20% 

DISCUSSION/INTERACTION 10% 

Discussion - Discussion with other students 

effectively encouraged and 
managed; energized the 

audience. 

- Excellent response to 
questions, challenges and 

comments. 

- Provoked an interesting 

discussion and feedback 
from the audience. 

- Good response to questions, 

challenges and comments. 

- Made an effort to involve 

the audience. 
- Good response to 

questions, challenges and 

comments. 

- No effort to involve the 

audience. 
- Poor/no response to 

questions and 

comments. 

10% 

STYLE 30% 

Font, Spelling & 

Grammar 

- Consistent font throughout 
PPT. 

- Large enough that it is 

readable. 
- No spelling errors. 

- No grammatical errors. 

- A few inconsistent uses of 
font, minimal though. 

- For the most part, font is 

large enough that it is 
readable. 

- One to three spelling errors. 

- One to three grammatical 
errors. 

- Three or more font 
families and sizes used in 

PPT. 

- Some fonts too small or 
not readable. 

- Four to six spelling errors. 

- Four to six grammatical 
errors. 

- Inconsistent use of fonts 
with a variety of 

families and sizes in 

PPT. 
- Too much typography 

unreadable. 

- Seven or more spelling 
errors. 

- Seven or more 

grammatical errors. 

10% 
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Poster Grading Rubric 
Presenters: 

Date: 

Topic(s): 

 

Each of the criteria set out below will be evaluated on a scale from 1 to 4. Please note that the numbers are not 

totaled in the overall grade. Instead, they are meant to indicate a relative level of performance in each category. The 

final grade will be based 60% on the Content, 10% on the Discussion, and 30% on the Style.  

 

Visual Data,  

Graphics, & 

Tables 

- Data presented visually. 

- Graphics were relevant to 
presentation. 

- Graphics and tables presented 

in APA style and easily 
readable for the audience. 

- Data presented visually. 

- Graphics were relevant to 
presentation, but better ones 

could have been chosen. 

- Graphics and tables made 
correctly in APA and in a 

self-explanatory way. 

- Some data not presented 

visually. 
- Several graphics were 

irrelevant to presentation, 

and should not have been 
included. 

- Graphics and tables made 

correctly in APA, but 
some info is confusing. 

- Data not presented 

visually. 
- Most graphics were 

irrelevant to 

presentation. 
- Graphics and tables not 

following APA style; 

tables difficult to read; 
tables not fitted to 

slides; etc. 

5% 

Documentation - Sources cited in appropriate 

style. 
- Large variation in sources 

used.   

- Materials used of an excellent 
quality.  

- One to two sources cited 

incorrectly. 
- Variation in sources used.   

- Materials used of a good 

quality. 

- Three or more sources 

incorrectly cited. 
- Some variation in sources 

used.   

- Materials used of a lower 
quality. 

- Sources not cited. 

- No variation in sources 
used.   

- Materials used of a poor 

quality. 

5% 

Slides - Key points were bulleted. 

- Slides had the right amount of 
detail. Not cluttered with too 

much or bear with too little. 

- Appropriate headers for each 
slide.  

- Key points were bulleted 

with some details expressed 
in sentences. 

- One or two slides had too 

much or too little detail.  
- Appropriate headers for 

each slide. 

- Most key points were 

expressed in sentences 
with a few bullet points.  

- Three to five slides had 

too much or too little 
detail.   

- One to two slides missing 

headers.  

- Complete sentences or 

paragraphs placed in 
slides. Too few or no 

bullet points.  

- Most slides had too 
much or too little detail.  

- Three or more slides 

were missing headers. 

5% 

Delivery - Exceptional articulation, 
pronunciation & grammar; 

precise word choice; dynamic; 
spontaneous; conversational. 

- Direct eye contact with the 

whole audience; rarely used 
notes; sought feedback from 

audience. 

- Good articulation, 
pronunciation & grammar; 

good word choice. 
- Eye contact with most 

listeners; acceptable use of 

notes. 

- Satisfactory articulation, 
pronunciation & 

grammar; a bit 
distracting. 

- Partial eye contact; 

acceptable use of notes. 

- Articulation problems, 
incorrect 

grammar/pronunciation; 
vocalized pauses; 

poorly worded; 

monotone; too 
slow/fast; artificial; 

lacked confidence. 

- Missing or partial eye 
contact; focused 

on/reads from visual-

aids or notes. 

5% 

Total grade presentation 100% 

  Weight 

 4 (Exceptional) 80+ 3 (Commendable) 67+ 

 

2 (Satisfactory) 56+ 

 

1 (Needs Work) 50+ 

 
 

CONTENT 60% 

Introduction & 

Conclusion 

- Clear introduction; clear 

purpose, overview, and 

agenda; relevant & clear 

background. 

- Final conclusions are accurate 

and relevant; policy 
implications are interest-

provoking. 

- Clear introduction; clear 

overview/agenda and 

background, but could be 

more complete or polished. 

- Proper conclusions drawn. 

- Awkward, sketchy or 

unclear overview/agenda 

and background. 

- Conclusions not totally 

clear. 

- No introduction or 

overview, background 

or agenda. 

- Conclusions unclear; 

little reflection on 

results. 

20% 

Method 

Explanation 

- Method presented accurately, 
showing a thorough 

understanding of both the 

theory and rationale behind 
the method. 

- The level of detail sufficient 

for other students to obtain an 

- Proper understanding of the 
method/topic. 

- The level of detail sufficient 

for other students to obtain 
an accurate sense of the 

main points covered in the 

chapter (assignment). 

- Satisfactory  
understanding of the 

method, but with a few 

inaccuracies. 
- Not enough elaboration 

on the method. 

- Poor understanding of 
the method. 

- Barely any info for the 

audience to understand 
the methodology behind 

the estimates. 

20% 
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accurate sense of the main 

points covered in the chapter 
(assignment). 

Results & 

Interpretation 

- Proper and interesting 

interpretation of results. 

- Proper interpretation of 

results. 

- Some of the 

interpretations are 

questionable 

- Missing/incorrect 

interpretation of results. 

20% 

DISCUSSION/INTERACTION 10% 

Discussion - Excellent response to 

questions, challenges and 

comments. 

- Good response to questions, 

challenges and comments. 

- Good response to 

questions, challenges and 

comments. 

- Poor/no response to 

questions and 

comments. 

10% 

STYLE 30% 

Font, Spelling & 

Grammar 

- Consistent font throughout 

poster. 
- Large enough that it is 

readable. 

- No spelling errors. 
- No grammatical errors. 

- A few inconsistent uses of 

font, minimal though. 
- For the most part, font is 

large enough that it is 

readable. 
- One to three spelling errors. 

- One to three grammatical 

errors. 

- Three or more font 

families and sizes used in 
poster. 

- Some fonts too small or 

not readable. 
- Four to six spelling errors. 

- Four to six grammatical 

errors. 

- Inconsistent use of fonts 

with a variety of 
families and sizes in 

poster. 

- Too much typography 
unreadable. 

- Seven or more spelling 

errors. 
- Seven or more 

grammatical errors. 

10% 

Visual Data,  

Graphics, & 

Tables 

- Data presented visually. 

- Graphics were relevant to 
presentation. 

- Graphics and tables presented 

in APA style and easily 
readable for the audience. 

- Data presented visually. 

- Graphics were relevant to 
presentation, but better ones 

could have been chosen. 

- Graphics and tables made 
correctly in APA and in a 

self-explanatory way. 

- Some data not presented 

visually. 
- Several graphics were 

irrelevant to presentation, 

and should not have been 
included. 

- Graphics and tables made 
correctly in APA, but 

some info is confusing. 

- Data not presented 

visually. 
- Most graphics were 

irrelevant to 

presentation. 
- Graphics and tables not 

following APA style; 
tables difficult to read; 

tables not fitted to 

slides; etc. 

5% 

Documentation - Sources cited in appropriate 
style. 

- One to two sources cited 
incorrectly. 

- Three or more sources 
incorrectly cited. 

- Sources not cited. 5% 

Poster Design  - Poster has an excellent 

organization with excellent 
logical flow of the 

content/sections. Not cluttered 

with too much or bear with 

too little. 

- Appropriate headers for each 

section.  

- Poster has a good 

organization with a good 
logical flow of the 

content/sections. 

- Appropriate headers for 

each section. 

- Poster has an acceptable 

organization and an 
acceptable logical flow; it 

contains one or two 

misplaced 

content/sections. 

- One to two sections 

missing headers.  

- Poster has a poor 

organization and a poor 
logical flow with the 

most of content/sections 

misplaced (three or 

more). 

- Three or more sections 

were missing headers. 

10% 

Total grade poster 100% 
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