5723VKO1Y: BA-Eindwerkstuk Seminar
2024-2025 (Spring 2025)
Assignment #1 Rubric

Below is an overview of the criteria by which your Revised Research Proposal will be
evaluated. This rubric serves as a guide to help you understand how the instructors will assess
key components of your work: the clarity of your revised research question, the articulation of
the research problem, the engagement with appropriate literature, the preliminary methodological
plan, and the overall structure of your proposal.

Although the supervisor will assess later assignments, the instructors will use these guidelines to
provide transparent feedback on your progress at this early stage, enabling you to refine and
strengthen your research moving into the subsequent tasks.

The grade will be the average of the five components, all assigned a mark between one and 10:

1.

2.

Research question: Refined research question that is precise, feasible, and aligned with
feedback from earlier weeks.

Research problem: Articulation of why addressing this gap matters for scholarly pursuit
and Korean Studies.

Literature: Connect your research problem to the relevant academic literature relevant to
your question

Methodology: Outline your data collection and analysis approach, specifying the types of
data you plan to use, and any relevant methodological considerations introduced during
the first four weeks.

Structure: Present the components in a clear and logical order, resembling the early
stages of an academic research manuscript. The document follows the KS Style Guide.
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