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heptic01
Text Box
S3  Generally clear and coherent outline of the research question and of the key findings and their relationship to the outcome.

heptic01
Text Box
E1 Considered evaluation of the research process in  explanation of how limited  information led to setting of objective.

heptic01
Text Box
E1Considered explanation of why research processes used.

heptic01
Text Box
E1  Considered evaluation of effectiveness and value of the quality of the information. The importance of cross referencing to show reliability and validity is discussed. Recognition of limitations of using only one source.

heptic01
Text Box
E1 Discussion of validity and reliability through comparing data collected.

heptic01
Text Box
E1 Discussion of the usefulness of the data collected through primary sources. 

heptic01
Text Box
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heptic01
Text Box
E1  Recognition of the importance of the question to the evaluation of processes used.

heptic01
Text Box
E1  Discussion of the research processes used and how this affected the selection of subsequent step of seeking out a primary source to interview.

heptic01
Text Box
E2Assessment of what could have been done to improve processes, e.g. widening the survey.

heptic01
Text Box
E2 Challenge identified in terms of the limitation of a research process. This leads to description of steps undertaken to overcome the difficulty. 

heptic01
Text Box
E1Limitation of information gained from secondary sources recognised and related to research question.

collik01
Typewritten Text

heptic01
Text Box
E1Realisation that further processes were needed in collection of primary information.

collik01
Typewritten Text
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heptic01
Text Box
E2 Some evaluation, but mostly description of how  limitations of research processes became a challenge. Issue identified too late and reported in terms of what could have been done.

heptic01
Text Box
E3  The quality of the research outcome is evaluated in terms of the quality of the information gathered and sources used. Whilst happy with information gathered, further research was required.

heptic01
Text Box
E3  Attempt to explain how the evidence from research led to the key finding. As well, there is an attempt to explain that the outcome was what had been expected, thus proving a pre-held belief. 
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heptic01
Text Box
E3 The issues with quality of the outcome, related to the secondary sources is raised.

heptic01
Text Box
E3Evaluation of the outcome is through  the quality of the sources and the information.

heptic01
Text Box
Additional CommentsE1 B                Considered evaluation of research processes used is evident. The processes used which included                        interviews, surveys and secondary sources, are discussed with reference to usefulness, validity and                        reliability. Decisions about processes are clearly stated. Some recount but mostly to explain why                           decisions were made. E1 C                Comments are mainly about the decisions made rather than in terms of challenges and opportunities.                        Elements of decisions made in response to research findings can be found. Challenges and                          opportunities are at times identified in terms of what could have been done, rather than what was                         actually done.E3 C                Evaluation of the research outcome focusses on the quality of some of the findings. Further research                           into a third type of car owner is identified as a means to improve the quality of the outcome. The                        quality of the research question is identified as an inhibiting factor in the research.S3 C                Overall the main ideas are mostly clearly expressed. Some discussion lacks coherency as a result of                        contradictory points, ambiguity or awkwardness in expression. The same examples to illustrate ideas,                        processes and further directions are repeated in different contexts, affecting the overall depth of                        discussion.C+18



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 

Page 6 of 6    Stage 2 Research Project B – student response 
                      Ref: A448143 (updated May 2015) 
             © SACE Board of South Australia 2015




