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 Suitability of Topic 
for CSA Audience 

Originality Strength of Thesis or 
Objective/Argument 

Methodology Clarity and 
Organization 

Quality of Conclusions Quality of Writing 

 

 

4 

Highly appropriate for 
CSA audience 

Appeals to interests 
identified in CSA’s 
mission 

Highly original and 
contributes to new 
knowledge 

Thesis is clearly stated 
and appropriately 
focused 

Supporting evidence is 
substantial, specific, 
and illustrative 

Identifies highly relevant 
sources in a variety of 
formats 

Appropriate methods and 
data interpretation 

Clearly states thesis, 
methods, and conclusions 

Organization follows 
logical and consistent 
sequence 

Strong review of key 
conclusions 

Strong summary of evidence 

Clearly illustrates scholarly 
significance of research to the 
field 

Excellent grammar, punctuation, 
and sentence structure 

Clear and concise 

Consistent, professional tone 

 

3 

Appropriate for CSA 
audience 

Appeals to narrow 
range of interests 

Original or creative Thesis is clearly stated 
but needs sharper focus 

Supporting arguments 
need sharper focus 

Identifies mostly 
appropriate sources but in 
a limited variety of 
formats 

Appropriate methods and 
data interpretation 

Clearly states thesis, 
methods, and conclusions  

Organization mostly 
follows logical and 
consistent sequence 

Review of key conclusions 

Includes summary of evidence 

States scholarly significance to 
the field 

Acceptable grammar, punctuation, 
and sentence structure 

Mostly clear and concise 

Mostly consistent and professional 
tone 

 

 

2 

Questionable 
appropriateness for 
CSA audience 

Appeals to very 
narrow range of 
interests 

Marginal creativity 
but does not 
contribute new 
knowledge 

Thesis lacks a clear 
objective or is not 
described adequately 

Thesis is not adequately 
supported by evidence 

Identifies mostly 
appropriate sources but in 
a limited variety of 
formats 

Questionable data 
interpretation and 
methodology 

Thesis, methods, and 
conclusions are unclear 

Organization minimally 
follows logical and 
consistent sequence 

Includes some review of key 
conclusions 

Little summary of evidence 

Minor discussion of 
significance to field 

Errors (2-3) noted in grammar, 
punctuation, and sentence 
structure 

Writing is difficult to follow, not 
clear and concise 

Questionably professional tone 

 

 

0-1 

Does not fall within 
categories of interest 
for CSA audience 

Not appropriate for 
CSA conference 

Not original and 
does not 
contribute new 
knowledge, or is a 
duplication of 
previous work 

Thesis is not evident 

Supporting evidence is 
inadequate or 
nonexistent 

Shows inadequate effort 
in identifying sources 

Inappropriate methods 
and data interpretation 

Thesis, methods, and 
conclusions are unclear 

Organization does not 
follow logical and 
consistent sequence 

Conclusions not stated 

Includes no summary of 
evidence 

No discussion of significance 
to field 

Errors (more than 3) noted in 
grammar, punctuation, and 
sentence structure 

Writing is very difficult to follow 

Unprofessional tone 

  


