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*If choosing “Not applicable,” please provide in the comment section a brief explanation of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

1.
Originality, Innovativeness, and Contribution of Research

a.
Contributes to the field (different from prior work, moves thinking or practice forward, offers new insights).


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Topic is significant to fields of social welfare or social work and moves the field forward in a significant way.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Topic reflects social work’s mission to enhance human well-being, and pursue social justice, which may include attention to concepts like oppression, privilege, power, and identity.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
The study is the product of the candidate’s own thinking.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
e.
There is evidence of originality.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

2.
Theoretical Rigor
a.
Clearly developed theoretical framework or perspective.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Competing theories are identified and rationale presented for choice of selected theory or why new theory is being developed.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Critical evaluation of assumptions underlying these theories, including those guiding the research, is evident.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Critical evaluation of the strengths and limitations of theoretical perspectives, including one guiding the research, is evident.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
e.
Theoretical framework or perspective is the organizing principle and gives coherence to the research.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
f.
Demonstrates knowledge and application of relevant theories of social justice.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

3.
Mastery of Relevant Literature

a.
Critical review and synthesis of relevant literature is evident.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Research questions are logically derived from literature review.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Hypotheses or problem statement flows clearly from theoretical perspective and show clear relation to literature reviewed.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Research questions are clearly stated.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

4.
Quality of Research Design

a.
Design of study is appropriate to the research question posed.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Population from which sample drawn, method of sampling, and rationale for sampling strategy and sample size are clearly described with attention to generalizability of findings.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Student provides a thorough description of methods used, justifies the choice of methods, and provides evidence of mindful engagement with the potential social justice implications of the chosen methods.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Clear description of how constructs have been operationalized.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
e.
Quality of measures evaluated (reliability, validity).


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
f.
Consideration of and methods to control or reduce potential confounding effects (internal validity) is evident.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

5.
Quality of Data Analysis

a.
Analyses are appropriate given the study’s objectives, design, measures and sampling method.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Evaluation of assumptions underlying analytical approach and evidence that violations of statistical assumptions were addressed insofar as possible and consequences of violations examined.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Analysis and interpretation are complete, confirmable and meaningful.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Contradictory and/or non-significant as well as significant findings are addressed.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

6.
Interpretation of Findings

a.
Clear discussion of implications of findings for social work practice, policy, or teaching and future research. 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Strengths and limitations of study are articulated and discussed.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Implications of findings for hypotheses (if relevant) clearly discussed.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Implications of findings for theory are discussed.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
e.
Implications for social justice are discussed.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

7.
Professional and Research Ethics

a.
Any conflict of interest or dual relationship with study participants has been explained to participants and steps taken to resolve the issue in a manner that makes participants’ interests primary.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
University of Washington Human Subjects Review standards have been met.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Approval to conduct the study has been granted by the University of Washington Human Subjects Division or a Certification of Exemption obtained.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Student appropriately acknowledges the work of others, including proper citations to others’ work.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
e.
Student adhered to all standards of ethical, responsible, and non-oppressive research.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.

8.
Organization and quality of writing

a.
Clear succinct writing.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
b.
Logical flow of ideas, sections, chapters.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
c.
Well edited with appropriate grammar, sentence structure, spelling.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
d.
Uses non-sexist, non-racist, and non-homophobic language.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
e.
Citations are accurate.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*
f.
Tables and figures are well labeled, clearly laid out, and appropriate


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strongly agree
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agree with some reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Disagree or have serious reservations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable*

Comments:


     
*If  “Not applicable” checked for any item, provide a brief explanation above of why the dissertation should not be assessed on the criteria specified.
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