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Introduction
The purpose of the comprehensive examination is to evaluate the student’s ability to apply advanced clinical and theoretical knowledge in a selected area of specialization and to critique research as it relates to that area.
Student Guidelines and Procedures
Eligibility for the Comprehensive Examination

The student can take the comprehensive examination only after the fulfillment of all requirements for the Master of Science degree or during the quarter within which those requirements will be fulfilled. In addition, the student must advance to candidacy prior to taking the examination.
Because a student must be registered for one quarter as a candidate before the degree is conferred, the application for advancement to candidacy must be submitted to the Graduate Division no later than the first day of the last quarter for which the student is registered for course work. After advancement, five quarters are allowed in which to complete all requirements for the Master of Science degree, including the comprehensive examination. Additional time may be granted only by petition to the Dean of the Graduate Division. 
The comprehensive examination usually is not offered in the Summer Quarter, and a request to submit it then must be made in writing to both the department comprehensive examination coordinator and specialty coordinator before the end of Spring Quarter. Exceptions are considered on a case-by-case basis, depending on the availability of faculty and the final determination of the department comprehensive examination coordinator.
Taking the Comprehensive Examination While on Filing Fee Status
A student who has advanced to candidacy and completed all requirements for the Master of Science degree except the comprehensive examination may apply for filing fee status. Filing fee status is granted only if the student has applied for candidacy while registered for course work during the previous quarter. Although such status allows for reduced registration fees, it does not permit the use of University resources and facilities, such as the library, student health services, or Millberry Union. 
(Note that the student must advance to candidacy before applying for filing fee status and cannot do both in the same quarter. A student who intends to go on filing fee status in order to take the comprehensive examination during the Spring Quarter, for example, must apply for advancement to candidacy no later than the end of the preceding Fall Quarter or, at the latest, by the first day of Winter Quarter. Review the Student Handbook or check with the Graduate Division for more information on advancement to candidacy and filing fee status.)
A second request for filing fee status is permitted only if the student fails the comprehensive examination the first time and can only be for the quarter immediately following the failure. If it occurs in the Spring, the student is allowed to request filing fee status for either the following Summer or Fall Quarter. 
Administrative Process

Each quarter, a schedule of dates for the comprehensive examination is posted, indicating when the student should pick up an assigned identification number, when the examination is due, when it is sent to readers, and when results are available. The identification number is obtained from the comprehensive examination staff person in the affiliated department. It may, in special circumstances and only with the approval of the department comprehensive examination coordinator, be e-mailed to the student. This request must be in writing and include the student’s name, address, telephone number, comprehensive examination option and title, and where the student can be reached during the reading period. The ID number cannot be requested by phone.
The student must submit the comprehensive examination according to the posted schedule for that quarter and no later than 12 noon on the date the comprehensive examination is due. Late submissions will not be accepted.
Evidence of plagiarism will constitute failure of the comprehensive examination and can be grounds for dismissal from the School of Nursing. Plagiarism is defined by Webster’s Third New International Dictionary of the English Language as follows:

“To steal or pass off as one’s own (the ideas or words of another); use (a created production) without crediting the source; to commit literary theft; to present as new and original an idea or product derived from an existing source.”
Formatting Expectations 

The comprehensive examination should not exceed 30 double-spaced typewritten pages, excluding the face sheet, reference list, and appendices. Although a longer examination will be read, only the first 30 pages will be scored. Margins should measure 1.25 inches on all four sides of the page; a regular style 12-point font should be used.
All items on the face sheet are to be completed. The student’s name should not appear on any part of the comprehensive examination. It is identified only by the assigned ID number, which should be entered on the face sheet and on every page of the exam. This header should appear at the top right-hand margin, to the left of the page number. The title of the examination should reflect its content and will be the basis for the department comprehensive examination coordinator to assign readers.
Students should adhere to the editorial format of the Publication Manual of the American Psychological Association (5th ed.), which has been summarized in the APA handout available on the School of Nursing website.
What Should be Submitted

The following items are to be submitted by the student to the department’s comprehensive examination staff person:

· one single-sided original of the comprehensive examination
· three double-sided copies, each of which should be stapled separately
· a completed face sheet attached to each copy of the exam

· a separate sheet of paper that provides the student’s name, address, home and work telephone numbers, work schedule, and any other pertinent information that allows the student to be reached during the reading period.
An additional copy of the exam should be retained by the student.
Submitting the Comprehensive Examination by Mail

If the comprehensive examination is submitted by mail, it must be sent certified to verify receipt. It is the student’s responsibility to ensure that the original and three copies arrive in the affiliated department by 12 noon on the examination due date. If a stamped self-addressed envelope with sufficient postage is provided, the department comprehensive examination coordinator will return a minimum of two copies, with readers’ comments, to the student by mail.
Review of the Comprehensive Examination

All faculty members in the School of Nursing, whether salaried or non-salaried, may be designated to read the comprehensive examination. Although the student may propose the names of five readers, the examination is assigned to faculty on the basis of availability and appropriateness, and there is no guarantee that they will be assigned to read the exam. If a particular faculty member is requested not to be a reader, the student should notify the department comprehensive examination coordinator in writing, indicating the name of the faculty member(s) who is deemed unsuitable and a brief explanation of the reason for exclusion.
The department comprehensive examination coordinator assigns the examination to two readers, who score it independently and return their scores and written comments to the coordinator. The examination is scored on a pass/fail basis. In the event that the first two readers do not agree on the pass/fail status of the examination, it is submitted to a third reader. The score then is recorded and forwarded to the Office of Student Affairs.
The graded examination, with readers’ comments, is returned to the student and may be obtained from the comprehensive examination staff person on the posted date. Scoring sheets are not returned.
Circumstances Requiring Petitions

Extension of the Deadline

A student may petition for extension only in the event of an emergency, that is, an occurrence over which the student has no control, such as grave illness or a death in the family. The request, which must be submitted in writing to the department comprehensive examination coordinator, should state the reason and length of time for the extension and be filed at least 48 hours before the examination due date. A request made by telephone must be followed by a written petition. 
An extension is not granted automatically nor can it be later than the posted date results are available. The student will be notified of the coordinator’s decision within 24 hours by telephone and confirming letter. Only one extension will be granted. If a second extension is necessary, the coordinator must forward the request to the chair of the department for approval.
Oral Examination

If English is a second language or the comprehensive examination is being retaken after an initial failure, the student has the option to take it orally. A written petition, stating the reasons for the request, should be submitted to the department comprehensive examination coordinator.
Upon approval of the petition and one week before the examination, the student should submit the following documents to the department comprehensive examination coordinator:

· an outline of the topic to be discussed within the context of one of the comprehensive examination formats
· a typewritten bibliography to be discussed
· requirements for visual aids during the examination (e.g., LCD, overhead transparency projector).

The oral examination lasts approximately two hours and is evaluated by the standards of the written examination but modified by these technical criteria:
· organization of information
· structure of discussion (logical sequence of topic)
· documentation (preparation and knowledge of field)
· delivery of presentation (clarity and voice projection)
· choice of visual aids.
The student may submit the names of five faculty members to conduct the oral examination, indicating, as with the written exam, any faculty who should not participate in the examination process. The department comprehensive examination coordinator will select three faculty, although not necessarily those suggested by the student, to conduct the examination. The student is to purchase two cassette tapes for recording the oral examination, one tape to be retained by the student, the other to be kept by the department.
Procedures Related to Failure of the Comprehensive Examination

Notification of Failure

The department comprehensive examination coordinator will inform the faculty adviser of any student who has failed. The faculty adviser or coordinator will notify the student of the failure before the posted date results are available and make the written comments of faculty available at that time.
Retaking the Comprehensive Examination
A student who has failed the comprehensive examination may retake it only once and no earlier than the quarter following the initial exam. If additional course work or other requirements are to be completed before it can be retaken, the student first must submit evidence to the department comprehensive examination coordinator of having satisfied these expectations. The comprehensive examination must be retaken within the time permitted after advancement to candidacy. 
An oral or written examination may be chosen but, if the student retakes the written examination, it is strongly recommended that the same option be followed as for the first examination. 
If the student chooses an oral exam, a written request is to be submitted to the department comprehensive examination coordinator, who will notify the dean of the Graduate Division in writing and nominate a committee of three faculty members to hear the oral examination. Upon approval of the committee by the dean, it will notify the student of the area of knowledge to be tested, that is, the knowledge that the student is expected to have mastered during the graduate program. 
The same evaluation and technical criteria described above for the oral exam will apply when the examination is retaken orally.
Faculty Guidelines and Procedures

Advising Students

Although the comprehensive examination should reflect the student’s own thought process and creative work, faculty are encouraged to advise students about the exam. It is recommended that such assistance be limited to the selection and formulation of a topic, discussing the outline of the examination and its introduction, and/or reading one research critique. 
A student who has failed the exam is to be counseled and given specific reasons for the failure. It is imperative that the readers who failed the student assist the faculty adviser with this responsibility.
Reading the Examination

All faculty readers are required to
· record their evaluation on the scoring sheet 
· comment either directly on the comprehensive examination or on the faculty comment sheet, which should be signed 
· comment on the positive as well as on the negative aspects of the examination, specifically remarking upon items rated two or below and identifying them by number

· return the student’s examination, and its scoring and comment sheets, to the department comprehensive examination coordinator by 5 p.m. on the designated date (scoring sheets are retained by the department).
The department comprehensive examination coordinator must be notified of the pass/fail status of each exam by the specified date for that faculty reading period.
Commenting on the Comprehensive Examination
The scoring system provides an objective way to indicate whether the student has addressed the stated areas of evaluation. Each criterion needs to be considered separately so that performance on one does not affect the assessment of another. The reader may differ with the student on a preferred course of action, weighing of constraints, or plan of implementation. If a reader’s opinion regarding a more effective approach is based on the literature or course work to which the student has been exposed, then such an opinion is reason for deducting points. However, a reader’s greater expertise and practice knowledge should not be grounds for deducting points but serve as useful comments without penalty.
Statements on the comment sheet should reflect the score of the comprehensive examination. Scores of two or below should be stated in an objective tone and instruct the student by giving examples of what would have met the criterion for a higher score. Penalties for omissions should be accompanied by suggestions on how to condense elsewhere or better focus the content. The failed or marginal examination requires clear comment on problem areas, distinguishing between those that are major and minor.
Positive comments should identify the strengths of the comprehensive examination. It may not reflect the capability of the student, who may have concentrated on specific criteria and not always addressed broader areas. An offer to discuss the examination in person would be especially beneficial if the reader has recognized flaws attributable to haste or touched on questions that the student may not have considered. Informative and considerate comments are helpful to passing and failing students alike.
Sample Statements Identifying Strengths in the Comprehensive Examination
Ideas are logically expressed and paper is well organized.
Problem is clearly and concisely stated.
Relevant research has been succinctly and critically reviewed.
Creative approach to problem is demonstrated, as well as an adequate synthesis of theory/clinical data to arrive at appropriate solutions.
Valid evaluation measures have been identified.
Sample Statements Identifying Weaknesses in the Comprehensive Examination

Refer to the scoring sheet for the Problem Solving Proposal. 
I.A
It is not clear which of the following was the problem: pre-operative anxiety, post-operative stress, or increased post-operative pain.
I.B
The setting is not defined: Is the problem in the hospital or the patient’s home? The role of the nurse is unclear. Although the nurse’s title is given, it is not clear whether the head nurse’s position includes role functions or responsibility for implementing in-service programs, or whether the nurse is being asked by the supervisor or the hospital/nursing administration to assume added responsibilities. It also is not clear whether the person designated as in-service coordinator is in the setting. All of these questions require resolution.

II.A
The discussion of whether the research instruments were reliable and invalid needs to be expanded.
III.A
It is not clear what impact the intervention will have on the defined problem. Desired outcomes described are too broad in nature and are not reflective of research/literature presented in the paper.

III.A
The choice of alternatives seems questionable, given staffing resources as outlined. If this intervention were proposed, the staff probably would view it as unrealistic because they could not afford to release a full-time clinical specialist for two months.

III.C
The two proposed criteria are not sufficiently measurable or observable to be used as indicators of the intervention’s success in meeting expected outcomes.

III.C
Data collection is incompletely presented. Who will collect the data? Are consent forms necessary? How will the cooperation of busy RNs to collect the data be gained if there is no concise collection plan? Attention to this aspect is cursory, sounds speculative, and is loosely formulated.

University of California, San Francisco

School of Nursing
Master’s Comprehensive Examination

Face Sheet
1.
Identification number 

2.
Comprehensive Examination option (check one):

 Problem Solving Proposal

 Critical Literature Review 
 Research Proposal

 Business Proposal

3.
Specialty area (e.g., FNP, ACNP) 

4.
Title of paper 

5.
Suggested faculty readers. (The department comprehensive examination coordinator assigns readers on the basis of their availability and appropriateness. There can be no guarantee that the examination will be assigned to the faculty who are indicated.)

This face sheet must be attached to each copy of the examination.

(If a particular faculty member is requested NOT to read the examination, indicate that fact in a confidential letter to the comprehensive examination coordinator of the department, stating the name of the faculty member(s) who is deemed unsuitable and a brief explanation of the reason for exclusion.)
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Faculty Comment Sheet

Student identification number 


1.
Positive comments regarding examination.

2.
Items rated two and below must receive comment. Additional items may be commented on as desired.

Signature of Faculty Reader 
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Problem Solving Proposal

The purpose of the Problem Solving Proposal (PSP) is to evaluate the student’s ability to effectively communicate the resolution of a nursing problem in an area of specialization.

	PSP: Areas to be Addressed
	
	Evaluation Criteria

	I.
Problem and its Environmental Context
A.
Identify a significant problem in an area of nursing specialization


	
	· Clarity of problem - Describes an identified need stemming from a discrepancy between what is or what could/should be. The description should specify how this is known to be a problem. The problem statement includes the context of the problem by succinctly identifying who is solving the problem, where the problem occurs, what is to be accomplished, and who is the target population.
· Significance of problem - Introduces the importance of the problem to clients and/or the nursing profession.

	B.
Describe the characteristics of the environment within which the problem exists.
	
	· Clarity of setting - Describes the nature of the physical, socio-economic, and/or cultural setting (e.g., home, hospital). Describes those critical factors that are relevant to the problem.
· Clarity of roles and inter-relationships - Describes responsibilities and functions of individuals significant to the problem, including the roles and responsibilities of the nurse. Explains the nature of the interactions between significant individuals and the influence of the setting on their relationships.

	II.
Literature Review: Research, Narrative, and Theory
A.
Document the nature of the problem and current approaches to its resolution.


	
	· Quality of references - Reviews references significant to the area, including classic and current works; identifies gaps in the literature.
· Addresses elements of critique - 

Non-research literature (theory and issues):

clearly articulates main point(s) of the article; establishes credibility of author/content

Research Literature (following criteria are addressed):

sample
subjects and selection criteria

design
appropriateness of design threats to validity

procedure
description of procedural steps

measures
reliability and validity, description/definition
 
of measurement

results
data analyses described


data fully presented


findings logically presented

conclusions
author’s interpretation of findings


author’s discussion of limitations


author’s discussion of generalization
· Quality of critique and interpretation - Demonstrates ability to accurately evaluate the elements listed above and their potential contribution to knowledge.

	B.
Identify theoretical construct(s) underlying the nature of the problem and/or its resolution.


	
	· Quality of theoretical discussion - Demonstrates an enhanced understanding of the nature of the problem and/or specifies the desired outcome(s) to be achieved by resolving or reducing the problem via the theoretical discussion.

	III.
 Intervention, Implementation, and Evaluation

A.
State the intervention or action to be taken to resolve or reduce the problem.
	
	· Clarity of expected outcomes - Specifies the desired outcome(s) to be achieved by resolving or reducing the problem.

· Defensibility - Demonstrates that the intervention has the potential for substantial improvement in the problem. If necessary, justifies choice compared with other alternatives, using relevant research and/or theory.
· Realism - Shows feasibility of the intervention as it pertains to the environmental context (e.g., role of the nurse, available resources, interrelationships) as discussed in Area I. B.

	B.
State the implementation phase.


	
	· Clarity of implementation - Outlines procedures for implementing the intervention in a logical sequence.
· Appropriateness of implementation - Considers the resources and constraints in the environment.

	C.
Define an evaluation procedure for the selected intervention.
	
	· Clarity of evaluation criteria - Delineates specific, measurable, and appropriate criteria for assessing each expected outcome.
· Appropriateness of evaluation procedure - Describes how data would be collected to evaluate the effect of the intervention.
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Problem Solving Proposal

Scoring Sheet

Student Identification Number:


Scoring Procedure:

1.
Refer to the PSP evaluation criteria for definitions of criteria listed below.

2.
Check the appropriate rating for each criterion. Criterion scores for graduating master’s students should be predominantly 4 and 5. A consistently fair (3) performance will not yield a passing score.

5 = excellent

4 = good

3 = fair

2 = poor

1 = very poor or absent

3.
Multiply the area total by the designated number (i.e., 5.25 or 3.0).

4.
Add area scores to obtain a point total for the exam.

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area I: The Problem and its Environmental Context

· Clarity of problem
1
2
3
4
5


· Significance of problem
1
2
3
4
5


· Clarity of setting
1
2
3
4
5


· Clarity of roles and
1
2
3
4
5
______

inter-relationships

AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 5.25 =



(105 points possible)
Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area II: Literature Review: Research, Narrative, and Theory

· Quality of references
1
2
3
4
5


· Addresses elements of critique
1
2
3
4
5


· Quality of critique and interpretation
1
2
3
4
5
______

· Quality of theoretical discussion
1
2
3
4
5



AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 5.25 =




(105 points possible)

Area III: Intervention, Implementation, and Evaluation

· Clarity of expected outcomes
1
2
3
4
5


· Defensibility
1
2
3
4
5


· Realism
1
2
3
4
5


· Clarity of implementation
1
2
3
4
5


· Appropriateness of implementation
1
2
3
4
5


· Clarity of evaluation criteria
1
2
3
4
5


· Appropriateness of evaluation
1
2
3
4
5



procedure


AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 3.0 =



(105 points possible)

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area IV: Technical Criteria

· Grammar and spelling
1
2
3
4
5
______

· Organization of paper (clear and
1
2
3
4
5
______


logical sentence structure)
· APA format
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL =
______


(15 points possible)

Summary 
(PSP)
Area I



(105)

Area II



(105)

Area III



(105)

Area IV
______

(15)

Total Exam Points


Total Points Possible:
330

Points Needed to Pass:
231

Check one: Pass   Fail 
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Critical Literature Review

The purpose of the Critical Literature Review (CLR) is to evaluate the student’s ability to critically analyze a controversial and significant topic or issue; and to discuss implications for nursing practice from this analysis.

	CLR: Areas to be Addressed
	
	Evaluation Criteria

	I.
The Topic or Issue: Presentation and Exposition

A.
Identify a significant topic or issue in the literature, provide a rationale within a conceptual approach, and how the critical literature review is organized.


	
	· Clarity of topic and purpose - Clearly states in the introduction to the paper the topic or issue and the reason(s) for its selection. The purpose of the review is well defined, concisely stated, and congruent with the selected topic or issue.

· Significance - States significance of the topic for nursing practice and research. The history and importance of the topic or issue are described.

· Organization of review - Clearly describes how review is organized, including conceptualization of approach and rationale for articles selected for review, and other inclusion or exclusion criteria (i.e. “only nursing authors,” “only nursing journals,” “only journals since 1998”).

· Quality of references - Selects significant literature, including classic and current articles.

	II.
Literature Review: Critical Analysis

A.
Demonstrate a theoretical approach to the topic and critically analyze relevant research.

B.
Build a case for depicting major gaps or accomplishments in the literature. 
	
	· Quality of theoretical discussion - Clearly discusses a relevant theory that demonstrates an enhanced understanding of the topic or issue. In some cases, theory may more directly relate to Section III, (practice implications) than to this section.
· Addresses elements of critique - 
Non-research literature (theory and issues):

clearly articulates main point(s) of the article; establishes credibility of author/content
Research literature (following criteria are addressed):
sample:
subjects and selection criteria

design:
appropriateness of design threats to validity

procedure:
description of procedural steps

measures:
reliability and validity, description/definition of measurement

results:
data analyses described


data fully presented


findings logically presented
conclusions:
author’s interpretation of findings


author’s discussion of limitations


author’s discussion of generalization

· Quality of critique and interpretation - Demonstrates ability to accurately evaluate the elements listed above and its potential contribution to knowledge.



	III.
Discussion and Application

A. Interpret and discuss practice implications and need for future research via a synopsis of the literature review.
	
	· Critical and original analysis – Analyzes the body of literature that was reviewed in Section II. Summarizes the significant accomplishments in the literature, presents discussion congruent with the reviewed articles and appropriate to the topic and purpose.

· Integration, synthesis, and implication - Describes the relationship between major findings and identifies gaps in literature, the implications for practice, and further research. Formulates pertinent, researchable questions, propositions, and hypotheses based on the synthesis of findings/ gaps. Discusses significance for nursing practice.
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Critical Literature Review

Scoring Sheet
Student Identification Number:


Scoring Procedure:

1.
Refer to the CLR evaluation criteria for definitions of criteria listed below.

2.
Check the appropriate rating for each criterion. Criterion scores for graduating master’s students should be predominantly 4 and 5. A consistently fair (3) performance will not yield a passing score.

5 = excellent

4 = good

3 = fair

2 = poor

1 = very poor or absent

3.
Multiply the area total by the designated number (i.e., 3.5, 11.0, or 8.0).

4.
Add area scores to obtain a point total for the exam.

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area I: Topic or Issue

· Clarity of topic and purpose
1
2
3
4
5


· Significance
1
2
3
4
5


· Organization of review
1
2
3
4
5


· Quality of references
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 3.5 =



(70 points possible)
Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area II: Literature Review

· Quality of theoretical discussion
1
2
3
4
5


· Addresses elements of critique
1
2
3
4
5


· Quality of critique and interpretation
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 11.0 =




(165 points possible)

Area III: Discussion and Application

· Critical and original analysis
1
2
3
4
5


· Integration, synthesis, and 
1
2
3
4
5



implication


AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 8.0 =



(80 points possible)

Area IV: Technical Criteria

· Grammar and spelling
1
2
3
4
5
______

· Organization of paper (clear and
1
2
3
4
5
______


logical sentence structure)

· APA format
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL =
______


(15 points possible)

Summary

(CLR)
Area I



(70)

Area II



(165)

Area III




(80)

Area IV
______


(15)

Total Exam Points


Total Points Possible:
330

Points Needed to Pass:
231

Check one: Pass   Fail 
University of California, San Francisco

School of Nursing
Master’s Comprehensive Examination

Research Proposal

The purpose of the Research Proposal (RP) is to evaluate the student’s ability to identify a significant research question relevant to nursing practice, and to design a methodology for addressing the question.

	RP: Areas to be Addressed
	
	Evaluation Criteria

	I.
Study and its Context

Introduce the specific problem being addressed, the aims of the study and its significance to nursing and society.


	
	Clarity of purpose - Delimits the focus of the research clearly, precisely, and concisely specifying the problem variables to be studied. Specifies the reasons for focusing on the selected problem variables while excluding others.

Comprehensiveness and conciseness - Presents the study purpose and its context in a logical and succinct manner.

Implications and significance - Clearly argues the practical and theoretical importance of the question and the value of the potential study findings to society and the nursing profession.



	II.
Conceptual Framework and Literature Review

Explicate the perspective (conceptual or theoretical framework) and preliminary work guiding the study. Focus on the theoretical and research base for questions/hypotheses of interest.
	
	Clarity - Presents the perspective(s) selected to guide this study. States assumptions, defines concepts/terms to be used, and specifies questions or hypotheses.

Comprehensiveness and relevance of theoretical discussion - Cogently synthesizes existing theoretical literature directly related to the study.

Quality of research critique - Accurately evaluates pertinent research on the basis of merit (sampling, design, results) and implications in relation to the proposed research proposal.

Quality of references - Includes literature significant to the area, including classic and current knowledge about this problem.



	III.
Methodology

Describe in detail the following parameters:

· study design

· setting including environmental resources and/or constraints

· sample (the numbers and characteristics involved), selection process and consent forms

· materials, tools, and instruments used and discusses the reliability, validity, and appropriateness of each (include instrument in an appendix)
· procedures used including interventions and/or protocols

· data analysis

· resources to be used in the conduct of the proposed study

· limitations of the proposed study


	
	Adequacy - Uses a methodology that adequately addresses the problem/variables specified. Underlying logic is made explicit for the choice of design, setting and sample, and selection process.

Consistency - Provides a fit between design, setting, sample, method of inquiry, and procedures with the question being addressed.

Clarity - Presents the methods so that another nurse within that specialty area could replicate the study.

Appropriateness - Addresses issues of validity and reliability of instruments or method of inquiry, adequacy of procedures, and appropriateness of data analysis.

Feasibility - Includes budget estimates for the project including personnel, materials and overall costs. Identifies a potential source of funding.

Integrity - Demonstrates prudence and sensitivity to concerns/needs of others potentially involved and/or affected by the study (e.g., subjects, families, setting and personnel, informed consent process, etc.).

Realism - Addresses the realities of accessing the target population, gathering desired data, and conducting the specified analysis. 
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Research Proposal
Scoring Sheet
Student Identification Number:


Scoring Procedure:

1.
Refer to the RP evaluation criteria for definitions of criteria listed below.

2.
Check the appropriate rating for each criterion. Criterion scores for graduating master’s students should be predominantly 4 and 5. A consistently fair (3) performance will not yield a passing score.

5 = excellent

4 = good

3 = fair

2 = poor

1 = very poor or absent

3.
Multiply the area total by the designated number (i.e., 4.2, 6.3, or 3.6).

4.
Add area scores to obtain a point total for the exam.

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area I: The Study and Its Context

· Clarity of purpose
1
2
3
4
5


· Comprehensiveness and 
1
2
3
4
5



conciseness

· Implications and significance
1
2
3
4
5



AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 4.2 =



(63 points possible)

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area II: Conceptual Framework and Literature Review
· Clarity
1
2
3
4
5


· Comprehensiveness and relevance
1
2
3
4
5



of theoretical discussion
· Quality of research critique
1
2
3
4
5
______

· Quality of references
1
2
3
4
5



AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 6.3 =




(126 points possible)

Area III: Methodology
· Adequacy
1
2
3
4
5


· Consistency
1
2
3
4
5


· Clarity
1
2
3
4
5


· Appropriateness
1
2
3
4
5


· Feasibility
1
2
3
4
5


· Integrity
1
2
3
4
5


· Realism
1
2
3
4
5



AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 3.6 =



(126 points possible)

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area IV: Technical Criteria

· Grammar and spelling
1
2
3
4
5
______

· Organization of paper (clear and
1
2
3
4
5
______


logical sentence structure)

· APA format
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL =
______


(15 points possible)

Summary

(RP)
Area I



(63)

Area II



(126)

Area III




(126)

Area IV
______


(15)

Total Exam Points


Total Points Possible:
330

Points Needed to Pass:
231

Check one: Pass   Fail 
University of California, San Francisco

School of Nursing
Master’s Comprehensive Examination

Business Proposal

The purpose of the Business Proposal (BP) is to evaluate the student’s ability to strategically analyze and plan for a proposed business venture.

	BP: Areas to be Addressed
	
	Evaluation Criteria

	I.
Business Description and Its Environmental Context

A.
Introduction

B.
Business venture description

C.
Market factors

	
	· Clarity - Introduces the proposed business or project by name, states the purpose of the venture, and describes the product/service to be provided.

· Comprehensiveness - Addresses the environmental characteristics focusing on the desired markets, competition, market position, and access to essential resources.

· Conciseness - Specifies the goals to be achieved and desired sources and amount of financing required.

· Significance - Presents compelling arguments that the proposed venture is unique, meets a need, and is well worth the financial risk.

· Realism - Describes a venture that complements the existing market factors.

	II.
Literature Review: Research, Narrative, and Theory

A.
Explicate the foundations of similar existing ventures

B.
Focus on selected aspects of the business proposal.


	
	· Quality of references - Selects references significant and appropriate to the venture, including classic and current works reflecting theory.

· Quality of research critique - Accurately evaluates pertinent research on the basis of merit (sampling, design, results), potential contribution to knowledge, and implications in relation to the business plan.

· Comprehension and application - Cogently synthesizes existing literature and application to business venture.


	III.
Organizational Strategies

A.
Venture structure - legal status, organizational chart, management approach

B.
Marketing plan - sales and distribution, advertising, pricing

C.
Operations/productions - resource acquisition and use (e.g., labor, supplies, equipment, facilities, QA indicators)

D.
Financial forecast (cost estimate) - incomes and expenses, cash flow, breakeven analyses

E.
Time frame - schedules of major activities and events


	
	· Clarity - Presents the organizational strategies in a logical sequence that furthers understanding of the proposed venture.

· Defensibility - Presents strategies that fit and support the goals of the venture.

· Realism - Outlines approaches that have justifiable odds of success within one’s niche, e.g., selected environment.

· Adequacy - Presents the plans and expenses, desired outcomes in enough detail to justify the start-up costs and project financial viability over a period of time (e.g., three years).




University of California, San Francisco

School of Nursing
Master’s Comprehensive Examination
Business Proposal
Scoring Sheet
Student Identification Number


Scoring Procedure
1.
Refer to the BP evaluation criteria for definitions of criteria listed below.

2.
Check the appropriate rating for each criterion. Criterion scores for graduating master’s students should be predominantly 4 and 5. A consistently fair (3) performance will not yield a passing score.

5 = excellent

4 = good

3 = fair

2 = poor

1 = very poor or absent

3.
Multiply the area total by the designated number (i.e., 4.2, 7.0, or 5.25).

4.
Add area scores to obtain a point total for the exam.

Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area I: The Business and its Environmental Context

· Clarity
1
2
3
4
5


· Comprehensiveness
1
2
3
4
5


· Conciseness
1
2
3
4
5


· Significance
1
2
3
4
5
______
· Realism
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 4.2 =



(105 points possible) 
Content Criteria
1
2
3
4
5
Scores  
Area II: Literature Review: Research, Narrative, and Theory

· Quality of references
1
2
3
4
5


· Quality of research  critique
1
2
3
4
5


· Comprehension and application
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 7.0 =




(105 points possible)

Area III: Organizational Strategies
· Clarity
1
2
3
4
5


· Defensibility
1
2
3
4
5


· Realism
1
2
3
4
5


· Adequacy
1
2
3
4
5



AREA TOTAL



AREA TOTAL × 5.25 =



(105 points possible)

Area IV: Technical Criteria

· Grammar and spelling
1
2
3
4
5
______

· Organization of paper (clear and
1
2
3
4
5
______


logical sentence structure)

· APA format
1
2
3
4
5
______


AREA TOTAL =
______


(15 points possible)

Summary

(BP)
Area I



(105)

Area II



(105)

Area III




(105)

Area IV
______


(15)

Total Exam Points


Total Points Possible:
330

Points Needed to Pass:
231

Check one: Pass   Fail 
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