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Senior Project Advisor Application Form

English:
Names (4 %) )
Chinese:
Student ID (¥ %)
Research Title English:
Gl &40 Chinese:

Research Rationale
(F 1 &)

Briefly explain the main reasons for conducting this research.

Research Questions
(P71 i)

What do you want to find out? List 1~3 research questions.

Research Methodology
(B g =i

Specify the methods that you will employ to answer your research

questions.

Provisional
Research Timetable
(R FERRDD

Briefly outline your research timetable.

Advisor(s)
(dpEEF)

Name(s): Signature(s):

Date:




KAEA UL NEBEAT AR ERRESI LYo B A LT S

KEL AN AR B REEFPARETL e s 2 E L
*ip HEEF &éﬁé\ﬂ*:& %M}ﬁiﬁiﬁ;mmfy’fﬁ CEEHBUEFLZRIELS H
FRe T ~EY BARE DR AN A R IFL B 2 B Ay



AR TR EH 2R BRI S o
Qrg>— -k HEEF- X)) 4
miAeE R TER P FH AR
BUrPpEH iy pPHL R



PROJECT TITLE

By
(Chinese Name) (English Name)
(Chinese Name) (English Name)
A project submitted
for the degree of

Bachelor of Arts in English Language and Literature

Approved by

in partial fulfillment of the requirements

XXXXXXXXX, Ph.D. Title of the person
! Chairperson of the Committee 1. Ph.D.
_________ 2. Ed.D.
3. MA.
4, M.S.
XXXXXXXX, Ph.D. 5. M.Ed.
Member of the Committee 6. ....etc.

XXXXXXX, Ph.D.
Chairperson of the Department of English Language and Literature

Department of English Language and Literature
Tzu Chi University
Hualien
Taiwan
June, 2012
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(Chinese Name) (English Name)
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in partial fulfillment of the requirements
for the degree of
Bachelor of Arts in English Language and Literature

Approved by
Title of the person

7. Ph.D.
8. Ed.D.
9. MA.
10. M.S.
11. M.Ed.
12. .....etc.

XXXXXXX Ph.D.
Chairperson of the Committee

XXXXXXX, Ph.D.
Chairperson of the Department of English Language and Literature

Department of English Language and Literature
Tzu Chi University
Hualien
Taiwan
June, 2012



Scoring Guides for Thesis Writing (for Undergrad Program)

Very good Ok Poor Very poor
Thesis Writing Content (48-60) A complete and | (40-47) Rationale for (12-39) (0-11) Content
50% (60%0) well developed the research/ project not | Research/project irrelevant to the title of

rationale for the
research/project as well
as a distinct thesis
statement (or clear
research purposes
and/or questions); a
thorough review of
relevant literature
provided; an in-depth
analysis of data or
documents; and a sound
conclusion made on the
basis of the analysis

clear enough and the
thesis statement/
research purposes not
clearly pointed out; the
literature review
insufficient and weak in
the number of cited
references; the methods
for analyses being
adequate; and the
conclusion made on the
basis of the analysis

rationale not clear
enough and the thesis
statement/ research
purposes not clearly
pointed out; the
literature review
insufficient and weak in
terms of the citations
used; the methods for
analyses being
inadequate; and the
conclusion made
irrelevant to the
research findings or
analysis

the research




Organization
(40%)

(30-40) Important
points made with a
clear structure of a
research paper or a
project; coherence and
cohesion achieved

(20-29) Main sections
inappropriately
organized; Main
sections not of
appropriate proportion;
inappropriate but
acceptable coherence
and cohesion

(10-19) Points made
vaguely; lack of
coherence and cohesion

(0-9) No organization;
not to the point

Individual students’

cooperation
considered




Scoring Index for Evaluating Seniors’ Speaking Proficiency

Oral Performance and
Defense
50%

Comprehensibility
+Fluency:
Clearly, purposefully
and concisely
communicate verbally
(90%)

Excellent (Superior)
72-90

1.Successfully
constructs logical and
coherent arguments
Shows a full
understanding of the
topic.

2.All verbal
communication is clear,

purposeful, and concise.

Good (Effective)

45-71

1.Adequately constructs
logical and coherent
arguments

Shows a good
understanding of the
topic.

2.Most verbal
communication is clear,
purposeful, and concise.

Marginally
Acceptable/Needs
Work

27-44

1.0ccasionally
constructs logical and
coherent arguments
Shows some
understanding of parts
of the topic.

2.Verbal
communication

minimally clear,

purposeful, and concise.

Unacceptable/Needs
Considerable
Reworking

0-26

1.Does not construct
logical and coherent
arguments

Does not seem to
understand the topic
very well.

2.Verbal
communication
completely lacking in
clarity, purposefulness,
and concision.

Individual students’
defense considered
(10%)




