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Taking into account the number of credits
, how would you assess this master’s thesis?  
	
	Quality criteria


	Weak
	Moderate


	Good
	Very good
	Excellent

	
	
	<10
	10-11
	12-14
	15-17
	17-20

	Introduction
	Abstract
	Does the summary/abstract contain a complete representation of the research (research objective, research questions, methods and results)?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Research problem
	Is the research problem scientifically relevant?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Is the research problem framed within international literature?  
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Does the research problem contain a description of the problem?  
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Does the research problem consider existing international solutions for the identified problem and the shortcomings?  
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Does the research problem address the central research objective?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Literature review
	Is the literature review analytic and integrated in one story?  
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Does the literature review describe the theoretical added value and the research gaps within the scientific literature?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Is the literature review up to date?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Does the literature review address one (or more) leading theories/models?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Does the literature review and/or the hypotheses/presuppositions lead in a logical manner to the research questions?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Research questions
	Are the research questions and/or hypotheses/presuppositions clearly formulated and scientifically relevant?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Is the conceptual model clarifying and does it fit with the research questions? (If applicable)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Feedback introduction



	
	Quality criteria


	Weak
	Moderate


	Good
	Very good


	Excellent


	Research design and methods
	Are the research design and methods justified regarding the theoretical framework and the research questions/hypotheses?  
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Did the student chose the proper research method(s) to answer the research questions?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Is the research conducted in a sufficiently transparent manner and described in detail?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the description demonstrate a systematic and thorough data collection?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the student question a sufficient number of respondents?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the description demonstrate sufficient knowledge of the employed research method?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the description demonstrate systematic and thorough data analysis?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Has the research been conducted in an ethically correct manner? 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Feedback research design and methods



	Results
	Are the research results/findings presented in synthetic and empirically driven manner to address the research questions/hypotheses?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Are the research results/findings empirically driven based on the research method used?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Are the results based on a correct analysis, objective interpretation of the observations, rather than on a speculative/subjective interpretation?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Are the research results verifiable, possibly replicable, and can the reader come to the same interpretation?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Are the research results/findings based on a correct analysis of the research data?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Do the total research results form a qualitative synthesis of the research data? 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Feedback results 




	
	Quality criteria

	Weak
	Moderate

	Good
	Very good


	Excellent

	Discussion and conclusion
	Does the thesis provide a relevant answer to the research questions/hypotheses?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the discussion contain a valid, original and relevant contribution towards the initially formulated research problem?  
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Discussion: Are the results discussed and linked to relevant literature?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the discussion offer plausible explanations from the literature towards the research findings?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Is the student capable of translating the results in an emancipatory manner into original and creative recommendations for practice and policy?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Limitations: From the research results, is the research (process), design and implementation evaluated and critically reflected upon?    
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the discussion contain relevant and thoughtful recommendations for future research?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Conclusion: Are the key elements of the research clearly summarised?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Feedback discussion and conclusion


	Form and language
	Does the master’s thesis refer correctly to the sources used according to the American Psychological Association (APA) Guidelines?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Clear structure and composition (layout, titles, headings, paragraphs, consistency references, …)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Scientific language (no spoken language, Facebook language, sufficient professional, …)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Language errors (grammatical and spelling errors, for example conjugations of verbs)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Readability (capital letter, punctuation, reading line, concise and to-the-point)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Persuasive communication (argumentation, power of the language, logical construction of reasoning, order, fluent writing style)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the master’s thesis have a professional and scientific layout?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Does the master’s thesis respect the maximum word count of 15.000 words?
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Feedback form and language



	
	Quality criteria
	Weak
	Moderate


	Good
	Very good


	Excellent


	Oral defense (only for MES/ONKU & AGOG-students)
	During the oral defence of the master thesis, the student:


	

	
	Provides in-depth and adequate answers to content-related or methodological questions.
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Justifies the choices made in the research (content-wise and methodological) to a critical reviewer.
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Provides a structured and coherent explanation and is reflective upon critical remarks.


	
	
	
	
	

	
	Gets to the core of the matter within the provided timeframe.
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Presents clarifying examples if needed.


	
	
	
	
	

	
	Feedback oral defense













� The final evaluation of the master’s thesis consists of the evaluation of the master’s thesis (to be completed by the promotor and committee member) and the evaluation of the process (to be completed by staff member responsible for guidance of the process). The evaluation will be done according to the following distribution: 1) the evaluation of the master’s thesis consists of 80% of the final evaluation, this 80% consists of the average score by the jury (promotor and committee member) of the thesis manuscript and the oral defense (only for MES/ONKU and AGOG students), and 2) the evaluation of the process which consists of 20% of the total evaluation. 


� Agogische wetenschappen: 18 SP, MES/Onderwijskunde: 18 SP, Psychologie: 21 SP
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