

	[image: metin, logo, yazı tipi, simge, sembol içeren bir resim

Açıklama otomatik olarak oluşturuldu]
	DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY UNDERGRADUATE GRADUATION PROJECT ASSESSMENT CRITERIA
	Document Code
	FR.IISBF.02

	
	
	Release Date
	26.03.2026

	
	
	Revision Date
	-

	
	
	Revision Number
	0

	
	
	Confidentiality Level
	Internal Only



1. Purpose and Scope
This document has been prepared to define the standards, spelling rules, and assessment criteria for the Graduation Project to be completed by undergraduate students of the Department of Psychology at the graduation stage. The aim of the project is to synthesize the theoretical knowledge acquired by the student during the four-year education process, develop the ability to apply scientific research methods, and produce academic work in accordance with ethical principles.
2. Project Types
Students may choose one of the following two types, subject to their advisor’s approval:
A) Literature Compilation
It is a systematic study conducted on a specific psychological phenomenon, theory, or concept.
· Criterion: The existing literature on the topic should be synthesized and discussed from a critical perspective, and recommendations for future research should be provided.

· Number of Resources: At least 25-30 academic resources must be used. In selecting sources, a balanced distribution of classical theories and recent studies (preferably from the last 5-10 years) is expected.
B) Empirical Research Project
These are studies based on data collection (quantitative, qualitative, or mixed) aimed at testing a hypothesis.
· Criterion: The project should involve establishing an appropriate research design, conducting suitable statistical or qualitative analyses, and discussing the findings in light of the literature.

· Method: The questionnaire may include scale applications or experimental procedures approved by the advisor.
3. General Principles and Code of Ethics
· Academic Writing Format: The entire project must be prepared in accordance with APA 7 (American Psychological Association 7th edition) standards. - References, table/figure formatting, and language use must fully comply with this standard.

· Plagiarism (Similarity) Rate: Projects will be screened using plagiarism detection software. The similarity rate, excluding the references section, must not exceed 30%. Projects exceeding this rate will not be evaluated.

· Use of Artificial Intelligence (AI): The scope and purpose of students' use of artificial intelligence tools must be declared in accordance with the procedures and principles specified in this article. Sample declaration texts are provided below and must be included in the project in written form. Artificial intelligence tools may only be used as aids for text generation, grammar checking, and literature review. The use of artificial intelligence tools to produce the entire work without the student’s original ideas and intellectual contribution, or the undeclared use of AI tools, will be considered plagiarism.

Sample Declaration Texts:
a. "During the preparation of this study, the author used ………. [AI tools used must be listed here. Example: Claude.ai, ChatGPT, QuillBot, Grammarly, etc.] for the purpose of ……… [The purpose of using artificial intelligence tools must be stated, specifying whether they were used to assist with text generation, grammar checking, or literature review]. Following the use of these tools/services, the author has reviewed and edited the content as necessary and assumes full responsibility for the content of the submitted work."
b. "The author did not use any artificial intelligence tools during the preparation of this study."

· Ethics Committee and Permits:

· Ethics Committee approval is mandatory for experimental studies and for studies involving risk groups.

· In survey/scale studies, informed consent must be obtained from participants, and the principles of data privacy (KVKK) must be adhered to. This process is conducted under the supervision and guidance of the advisor.
4. Assessment System
The final grade for the graduation project is determined by the sum of the Process Assessment (30%) and the Report and Presentation Assessment (70%) scores.
	Assessment Component
	Weight
	Focus Area

	Advisor Assessment
	100%
	The process is assessed based on communication, ethics and development, content, methodology, analysis, and presentation.


4.1. Process Assessment (30%) 
The advisor evaluates the student’s performance throughout the semester according to the following criteria.
	Assessment Criteria and Points
	Insufficient (0-30%)
	Needs Improvement (31-60%)
	Satisfactory
(61-85%)
	Excellent (86-100%)

	Ethics and Academic Integrity

(15 Points)
	Elements that violate plagiarism or academic integrity
	Significant violations of scientific ethical standards
	Technical errors that adhere to ethical rules and do not compromise academic integrity
	Full adherence to scientific ethical standards and academic integrity

	Time Management
(15 Points)
	Not submitted or submitted work is incomplete
	Behind schedule, interim submissions delayed or missed
	Generally on schedule, acceptable delays in interim submissions
	Submitted on the specified date, complete, and meeting all criteria

	TOTAL
(30 Points)
	


4.2. Report and Presentation Assessment (70%)
The advisor evaluates the submitted written report and oral defense using the following rubric (graded scoring key). The advisor of the graduation project may provide verbal and/or written evaluations to assess each student’s contribution to group projects.
A) Assessment Criteria for Literature Projects
	Assessment Criteria and Points
	Insufficient (0-30%)
	Needs Improvement (31-60%)
	Satisfactory
(61-85%)
	Excellent (86-100%)

	Research Question and Importance

(10 Points) 
	Purpose is unclear, unrelated to psychology.
	The question is present, but its theoretical significance is weak or overly broad.
	A clear question and purpose have been established.
	An original, well-defined question that focuses on a gap in the literature.

	Scope of the Literature

(15 Points)
	An insufficient number of sources and a lack of up-to-date references.
	The number of sources is sufficient, but they are outdated or irrelevant.
	There are 25-30 sources, consisting of basic and up-to-date studies.
	The literature review is wide and in-depth, with a perfect balance between classic and current studies.

	Critical Analysis and Synthesis

(15 Points)
	The sources are only summarized, with no connections drawn between them.
	Information is presented in fragments, and overall coherence is weak.
	Various opinions were compared and synthesized.
	The literature has been critically reviewed, and original inferences have been drawn.

	APA 7 Format and Writing

(10 Points) 
	APA guidelines were not followed, resulting in numerous errors.
	The basic rules are correct, but there are errors in the details, such as citations and the bibliography.
	Generally complies with APA guidelines, and the language is fluent.
	Flawless use of APA guidelines, with academic and professional language.

	Conclusion and Recommendations

(10 Points) 
	The conclusion section is missing or not well connected to the text.
	Statements are generic, and suggestions are weak.
	The conclusions and recommendations are consistent with the findings.
	Provides concrete and creative suggestions for future work and practice.

	Presentation and Defense

(10 Points) 
	Demonstrates a poor command of the subject, with questions left unanswered.
	The presentation is disorganized, and responses to questions are partial.
	The presentation is clear, and answers to questions are satisfactory.
	The presentation is impressive, with in-depth and professional answers to questions.

	TOTAL
(70 Points)
	
	
	
	



B) Assessment Criteria for Empirical Research Projects
	Assessment Criteria and Points
	Insufficient (0-30%)
	Needs Improvement (31-60%)
	Satisfactory 
(61-85%)
	Excellent (86-100%)

	Problem Statement and Literature Review

(10 Points) 
	The hypothesis and literature base are weak.
	There is a body of literature, but it is disconnected from the hypotheses.
	The literature supports the research problem.
	The theoretical framework is strong, with clear hypotheses.

	Method (Methodology)

(15 Points)
	The pattern, sample, or measurement tools are incorrect or uncertain.
	The method has been explained, but its limitations or suitability are debatable.
	Valid and reliable tools, with an appropriate pattern and sample.
	The most appropriate method is used for the research question, with a detailed procedure and ethical sensitivity.

	Findings and Analysis

(15 Points)
	The analysis is incorrect or the reporting is incomplete.
	Analyses have been conducted, but the reporting does not comply with standards.
	Analysis and reporting are accurate and in accordance with statistical principles.
	Advanced analysis with a clear presentation of findings using tables and graphs.

	Discussion and Conclusion 

(10 Points) 
	The findings are merely repeated, and there is no conclusion section.
	The discussion and conclusion sections are detached from the literature or lack depth.
	The findings were discussed in relation to the literature.
	The theoretical and practical implications of the findings have been discussed in depth.

	APA 7 Format and Writing

(10 Points) 
	Formatting rules were not followed.
	There are significant formatting errors.
	Generally complies with APA 7 guidelines.
	The format is flawless, with academic language throughout.

	Presentation and Defense

(10 Points) 
	Weak command of the subject.
	The presentation and defense are at a standard level.
	Fluent presentation, with strong command of the subject.
	Professional presentation, with competent answers to methodological questions.

	TOTAL
(70 Points)
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