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heptic01
Text Box
S3  Clear and coherent expression of ideas is evident in the summary of the research project. Concepts explored and key findings are outlined with reference to the key sources used, introducing subsequent discussion.

heptic01
Text Box
S3  Each research process is structured in such a way that ideas are clearly outlined, eg. a statement on validity and general usefulness of the process is followed by recognition of limitations, leading to a discussion of the sources.

heptic01
Text Box
S3  Clear outline of scope of research projectfollowed by outcome format.

heptic01
Text Box
S3 Coherent and fluent overview of the research findings, contributes to  understanding of the importance the sources to the research outcome.
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heptic01
Text Box
E1  Insightful evaluation of research process through  sources evaluation. Potential conflicts in reliability are identified, through such things as superficiality, possible contradictions, currency and qualifications of the author. Justification of overall viability is through cross referencing.

heptic01
Text Box
E1 Insightful evaluation of research processes. Possible limitations to this research process are identified in such things as purpose, bias and expertise. However, use of the information is justified through cross- referencing.

heptic01
Text Box
S3  Appropriate use of in-text references contributes to fluency and coherence.

heptic01
Text Box
E1  Assessment of validity and usefulness of processes in terms of information gathered.

heptic01
Text Box
E1  Discussion of possible bias and how this was dealt with in the research process. 
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heptic01
Text Box
E1  Insightful evaluation.Recognition of currency, expertise and purpose of source to assess reliability.

heptic01
Text Box
E1  Insightful evaluation.Cultural limitation of sources identified and recognised as a limitation.

heptic01
Text Box
E1 Insightful evaluation.Recognition and acknowledgement of the value of the source to the wider research field, and its subsequent use to the research outcome.

heptic01
Text Box
E1  Discussion of the reliability of published sources adds to the insightful evaluation. 

heptic01
Text Box
E2  Recognition of the challenge created by the subjective nature of the available material and how this influenced the selection process and widening of the research.
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heptic01
Text Box
E2  Critical evaluation of decisions made is evident in the recognition of the opportunity created by one main source and how it influenced further decisions and the quality of the research.

heptic01
Text Box
E2  Critical evaluation of the decision to not pursue an interview created a challenge that may have effected the credibility of the outcome. Justification is based on information and nature of the topic.

heptic01
Text Box
E3  Insightful evaluation of the quality of the outcome.Any limitation caused by the use solely of secondary sources is justified with reference to such things and credibility and expertise of authors.

heptic01
Text Box
S3  Overall coherence of discussion is seen in links like "as stated above", thereby creating links between ideas. 
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heptic01
Text Box
E3  Insightful evaluation. Identification of some aspects of research findings  that could have improved the quality of the outcome.

heptic01
Text Box
E3  Insightful evaluation. Limitations of the wider value of the research findings are outlined due to the nature of the topic and the lack of new insights into the topic.

heptic01
Text Box
E3  Insightful evaluation into how further research may lead to a clearer understanding of the research question.

heptic01
Text Box
S3  Concluding remarks draw readers attention to research findings, whilst indicating directions for further investigation, thus creating a sense of validity to the research.

heptic01
Text Box
Additional CommentsE1        The evaluation is well structured. Headings identify key research processes used. Each             paragraph begins with a judgement of the process, supported by reference to evidence, a             balanced discussion of positive and negative aspects, followed by a discussion of the usefulness             in relation to the research question. Connections and examples are used to formulate a balanced             evaluation of each research process.E2        Challenges and limitations are clearly identified. Processes used to overcome challenges and             opportunities are outlined and related to improvements in the outcome.E3         A realistic judgement of the limitations of the outcome and of its value are recognised. The quality is             judged through a discussion of the quality of the sources. Confidence is shown in the reliability and              accuracy of the reporting because of the variety of views of academics and sources considered.             Projections for further research are made.S3        The work is coherent and fluent, using formal technical style, with some sophistication of language. The             intent is clear even in the discussion of more complex ideas. Paragraphs are well structured to enable             thorough discussion of the each topic. Appropriate conventions for report writing are used. A (28) 



Page 7 of 8    Stage 2 Research Project B – student response 
                      Ref: A448146 (updated May 2015) 
             © SACE Board of South Australia 2015



Performance Standards for Stage 2 Research Project B 

 Planning Development  Synthesis Evaluation 

 

 
 
 

 

A P1 Thorough 
consideration and 
refinement of a research 
question. 

P2 Thorough planning of 
research processes that 
are highly appropriate to 
the research question. 

D1 Thorough and highly resourceful 
development of the research. 

D2 In-depth analysis of information and 
exploration of ideas to develop the research. 

D3 Highly effective development of knowledge 
and skills specific to the research question. 

D4 Thorough and informed understanding and 
development of one or more capabilities.  

S1 Insightful synthesis of 
knowledge, skills, and ideas 
to produce a resolution to the 
research question. 

S2 Insightful and thorough 
substantiation of key findings 
relevant to the research 
outcome. 

S3 Clear and coherent 
expression of ideas. 

E1 Insightful evaluation of the 
research processes used, 
specific to the research 
question. 

E2 Critical evaluation of 
decisions made in response to 
challenges and/or opportunities 
specific to the research 
processes used.  

E3 Insightful evaluation  of the 
quality of the research outcome  

B P1 Consideration and 
some refinement of a 
research question. 

P2 Considered planning of 
research processes that 
are appropriate to the 
research question. 

D1 Considered and mostly resourceful 
development of the research.  

D2 Some complexity in analysis of information 
and exploration of ideas to develop the 
research. 

D3 Effective development of knowledge and 
skills specific to the research question. 

D4 Informed understanding and development of 
one or more capabilities. 

S1 Considered synthesis of 
knowledge, skills, and ideas 
to produce a resolution to the 
research question. 

S2 Substantiation of most 
key findings relevant to the 
research outcome. 

S3 Mostly clear and coherent 
expression of ideas. 

E1 Considered evaluation of 
the research processes used, 
specific to the research 
question. 

E2 Some complexity in 
evaluation of decisions made in 
response to challenges and/or 
opportunities specific to the 
research processes used. 

E3 Considered evaluation of 
the quality of the research 
outcome 

C P1 Some consideration of 
a research question, but 
little evidence of 
refinement. 

P2 Satisfactory planning 
of research processes that 
are appropriate to the 
research question. 

D1 Satisfactory development of the research. 

D2 Satisfactory analysis of information and 
exploration of ideas to develop the research. 

D3 Satisfactory development of knowledge and 
skills specific to the research question. 

D4 Satisfactory understanding and 
development of one or more capabilities. 

S1 Satisfactory synthesis of 
knowledge, skills, and ideas 
to produce a resolution to the 
research question. 

S2 Substantiation of some 
key findings relevant to the 
research outcome. 

S3 Generally clear 
expression of ideas. 

E1 Recount with some 
evaluation of the research 
processes used.  

E2 Some evaluation, with 
mostly description of decisions 
made in response to challenges 
and/or opportunities specific to 
the research processes used. 

E3 Satisfactory evaluation of 
the quality of the research 
outcome 

D P1 Basic consideration 
and identification of a 
broad research question. 

P2 Partial planning of 
research processes that 
may be appropriate to the 
research question. 

D1 Development of some aspects of the 
research. 

D2 Collection rather than analysis of 
information, with some superficial description of 
an idea to develop the research. 

D3 Superficial development of some knowledge 
and skills specific to the research question. 

D4 Basic understanding and development of 
one or more capabilities 

S1 Basic use of information 
and ideas to produce a 
resolution to the research 
question. 

S2 Basic explanation of ideas 
related to the research 
outcome. 

S3 Basic expression of ideas. 

E1 Superficial description of the 
research processes used. 

E2 Basic description of 
decisions made in response to 
challenges and/or opportunities 
specific to the research 
processes used. 

E3 Superficial evaluation of the 
quality of the research outcome 

E P1 Attempted 
consideration and 
identification of an area for 
research. 

P2 Attempted planning of 
an aspect of the research 
process. 

D1 Attempted development of an aspect of the 
research.  

D2 Attempted collection of basic information, 
with some partial description of an idea. 

D3 Attempted development of one or more 
skills that may be related to the research 
question. 

D4 Attempted understanding and development 
of one or more capabilities. 

S1 Attempted use of an idea 
to produce a resolution to the 
research question. 

S2 Limited explanation of an 
idea or an aspect of the 
research outcome. 

S3 Attempted expression of 
ideas. 

E1 Attempted description of the 
research process used. 

E2 Attempted description of 
decisions made in response to 
a challenge and/or opportunity 
specific to the research 
processes used.  

E3 Attempted evaluation of the 
quality of the research outcome 

 

Assessment Type 1:  Folio  Assessment Type 2: 
Research Outcome

Assessment Type 3: Evaluation 
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