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1. PURPOSE AND SCOPE 
This document is to determine the standards, writing rules, and evaluation criteria for the Graduation Project that undergraduate students of the English Language and Literature Department will prepare at the graduation stage. The purpose of the project is for the student to synthesize the theoretical knowledge acquired during their four-year education process, apply scientific research skills and methods, and make academic production in accordance with ethical principles.
2. CONTENT
Students may analyze one or more literary texts, selected with the approval of their advisors, in the light of theoretical and/or critical approaches.
The project consists of two main sections: 
A) Theoretical framework/Literature review: It is the section where a systematic examination is made on a determined phenomenon, theory, or concept. 
· Expectation: Not merely summarizing the existing literature related to the subject but synthesizing it with a critical perspective, discussing it, and providing general information on its applicability to the selected literary texts.
B) Textual analysis: It is the section based on detailed textual analysis in order to read literary texts through the theoretical framework. 
· Expectation: Conducting an appropriate qualitative analysis of the text, identifying theoretical references with direct or indirect quotes, explaining and discussing these findings in an accurate language.
The number of academic sources used in the project must be at least 15.
3. GENERAL PRINCIPLES AND ETHICAL RULES 
· Academic Writing Format: The entire project must be prepared in accordance with MLA 9th edition (Modern Language Association) standards. Text format, bibliography representation, citation, visuals, table/figure structure, and language use must fully comply with these standards.
· Plagiarism (Similarity) Rate: Projects will be scanned in plagiarism detection programs. The similarity rate, excluding the bibliography, must be a maximum of 30%. Projects exceeding this rate will not be evaluated.
· Use of Artificial Intelligence (GenAI): Having the entire project or a part of it generated by artificial intelligence tools is evaluated within the scope of plagiarism offense.
· Copyright: It is the student's responsibility to obtain permissions for materials used in projects that fall under copyright law.
· Ethics Committee and Permissions: 
· Ethics Committee approval is mandatory for experimental studies and research involving risk groups.
· In survey/scale studies, informed consent of the participants must be obtained, and data privacy principles must be observed. This process is carried out under the supervision and initiative of the advisor.
4. EVALUATION SYSTEM 
The end-of-semester success grade for the graduation project is given out of 100. The grade comprises one chapter submission, project presentation, and project submission. These three components are evaluated with the following criteria: 
	Evaluation Criteria and Points 
	Inadequate (0-30%)
	Needs Improvement (31-60%)
	Adequate (61-85%)
	Excellent (86-100%)

	Chapter submission (20 p.) 
	Chapter is incompatible with MLA writing and content rules.
	Limited/inadequate compliance with MLA writing and content rules in the chapter.
	General compliance with MLA writing and content rules in the chapter.
	Full compliance with MLA writing and content rules in the chapter.

	Presentation and defense (20 p.) 
	Presentation is inadequate or not made.
	Limited presentation, partially adequate answers to questions.
	Adequate presentation, adequate answers to questions.
	Professional presentation, competent answers to questions.

	Thesis Proposal/ Argument (10 p.) 
	No research question or thesis statement, very vague, or summative rather than analytical.
	Thesis statement exists but is either too general/unambitious or loses its focus in the later parts of the thesis.
	Thesis statement presents a clear, analytical, and debatable argument. It successfully guides the overall text.
	Thesis statement is highly original, specific, strong, and convincing. It prepares a flawless foundation for all the claims of the text.

	Literature review and theoretical framework (10 p.) 
	Relevant academic literature and theoretical background are missing. Sources are superficial or irrelevant to the topic.
	Literature review exists but is not critical; it is merely summarized. The connection between the theory and the thesis argument is weak.
	Debates in the literature are appropriately synthesized. The selected critical theory is used to support the direction of the thesis.
	Highly masterful of the literature. Different sources are skillfully synthesized, and the theoretical framework is used very effectively to deepen the argument.

	Primary source analysis (Close reading) (10 p.) 
	No analysis of the literary text(s); only a plot summary is provided. No quotes or evidence presented from the text(s).
	Quotes are taken from the primary text(s), but these quotes are not adequately analyzed. There is a tendency to escape into summary.
	The analysis of the text(s) relates to and supports the thesis argument. Close reading skills are mostly effective.
	There is a very comprehensive, nuanced, and original close reading delving into the details of the primary source or sources. The evidence makes the argument indisputable.

	Organization and logical flow (10 p.) 
	No structural integrity. Chapters and paragraphs are disconnected; the reader cannot follow the course of the argument.
	There are physical transitions between paragraphs, but there are disconnections in the logical flow. The connection between ideas is weak.
	Organization is generally successful. Chapters serve the thesis argument, transitions between ideas are consistent.
	There is a flawless organic bond between ideas. The architecture of the article is designed to increase the impact of the argument.

	Process management and communication (10 p.) 
	No attendance at meetings and no submission, communication with the advisor is limited or non-existent.
	Limited attendance at meetings, disruption in the submission process, and limited communication with the advisor.
	Mostly attending meetings, timely submission, and adequate communication with the advisor.
	Full attendance at meetings, seamless submission, and effective communication with the advisor.

	Applying feedback (10 p.) 
	Not reflecting feedback on the project, showing no improvement.
	Reflecting feedback on the project in a limited way and showing limited improvement.
	Reflecting feedback on the project adequately and showing improvement.
	Reflecting feedback on the project as necessary and showing improvement.

	TOTAL (100 p.)
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