Assignment Overview:
· Write an APA-style title page, abstract, and introduction for the Levels of Processing experiment you completed this week using the rubric below. 
· PLEASE MEET THE REQUIREMENTS FROM INSTRUCTION BELOW AND RUBRIC AS WELL!
· Your assignment should include the following:
1. Title page including a meaningful title on the levels of processing experiment
2. Abstract
3. Introduction of 2-3 pages
4. References section with all sources you include in your introduction
· For your abstract:
4. Be sure your abstract summarizes the central problem of the study, the methods used, the results obtained (WITHOUT numbers or statistics), and the primary conclusion—all in a single paragraph of 150 to 250 words. 
1. For your introduction:
5. Make sure you include at least 4 references, with at least 1 being an article you find on your own and correctly incorporate in-text citations. These references should be incorporated meaningfully in your introduction only.
5. Keep the following questions in mind when writing this section. The intent is not that you directly answer these questions in your writing, but that you use the questions as a guide for organizing and developing the logic of the paper.
- What is the main point of the study? What general problem or issue is being considered?
- What is the significance of the problem or issue? Why is the issue important?
- What previous research has been done in the area? What do the findings suggest—that is, what are the theoretical implications of past results?
- What are some criticisms or shortcomings of past research? What questions remainunanswered? What issues still need to be resolved?
- How does the study relate to past work? In what way does the study improve on orsupplement past research? What are the theoretical implications of the current study?
- What exactly was done in the experiment? What is the dependent variable of interest? What independent variables were manipulated? How does this experimental design pertain to the problem of interest?
- What specific hypothesis is being tested? What is the reasoning or rationale behind this hypothesis?
- Stated in terms of the dependent and independent variables, what effects do you expect (or what effects are predicted by the alternative theories being tested)? Why? What is the logic behind these expectations?
1. For your References:
1/ Review and use from these Articles below for past studies that should be used in the Introduction(for 3 of them) and add one article you find on your own through google scholar or Psychinfo.
1. (Attached)
Rubric
Title Page + Abstract (1)
	Criteria
	Ratings
	Pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome- Title Page
		2 pts
Excellent
Title page contains all required elements according to the APA manual
	1 pts
Adequate
2-3 APA errors or missing elements
	0 pts
Insufficient
4 or more APA errors or missing elements



	2 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome- Abstract - Purpose
		4 to >3.0 pts
Excellent
Purpose is clearly stated, relevant, and well-defined; provides enough background information for reader to understand purpose; no excessive information
	3 to >1.0 pts
Adequate
Purpose is clearly stated but not completely defined; provides not enough or too much background information
	1 to >0.0 pts
Poor
Purpose is stated; inadequate background information to understand purpose
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not discuss purpose or background information



	4 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeAbstract - Method
		4 to >3.0 pts
Excellent
Briefly summarized so that reader can understand what participants did and what was being manipulated; no excessive information
	3 to >1.0 pts
Adequate
Summarized but provides some excessive information or unclear description
	1 to >0.0 pts
Poor
Not summarized completely; many irrelevant details included
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not discuss method



	4 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeAbstract - Results
		4 to >3.0 pts
Excellent
Summarized well so that a reader can take away the main findings of the experiment without confusion; no excessive information
	3 to >1.0 pts
Adequate
Summarized, but unclear what the main finding was; some excessive information included
	1 to >0.0 pts
Poor
Did not summarize results understandably
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not discuss results



	4 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeAbstract - Conclusion
		4 to >3.0 pts
Excellent
Wrapped up abstract with a clear, relevant, and understandable take-away message; no excessive information
	3 to >1.0 pts
Adequate
Have an end summary, but take-away message is difficult to interpret
	1 to >0.0 pts
Poor
Take-away message is unclear, irrelevant, or too lengthy
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not include a conclusion



	4 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeIntroduction - Setting the scence
		4 to >3.0 pts
Excellent
First paragraph draws reader’s attention; research problem is well explained and leads easily into the rest of the introduction
	3 to >1.0 pts
Adequate
First paragraph is somewhat intriguing; research problem is explained but somewhat confusing or does not flow smoothly into rest of intro
	1 to >0.0 pts
Poor
First paragraph does not attract the reader; research problem poorly explained
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not discuss research problem/issue



	4 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeIntroduction - Past research
		7 to >5.0 pts
Excellent
Past research is paraphrased effectively to communicate the important details related to the current project; writing flows nicely between sections
	5 to >3.0 pts
Adequate
Summary of past research is sufficient but includes unnecessary details or does not connect smoothly to the current project; writing does not flow smoothly
	3 to >1.0 pts
Poor
Summary of past research is not understandable or is not connected to the current project; writing is choppy
	1 to >0.0 pts
Inadequate
Writing is more like an outline; paraphrases include many unnecessary details
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not discuss past research



	7 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeIntroduction - Current project
		5 to >3.0 pts
Excellent
Described well so that the reader can understand the important factors of the experiment and rationale behind those factors
	3 to >1.0 pts
Adequate
Described well but reader is left with questions about the purpose of the project; rationale not explained
	1 to >0.0 pts
Poor
Limitations or major factors of the experiment are not included; reader struggles to understand purpose of current project
	0 pts
Insufficient
Did not discuss current project; no clear sense of where the paper is going



	5 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeReferences
		4 pts
Excellent
Reference page includes all sources included in the assignment with less than 2 APA errors
	2 pts
Adequate
2-4 APA errors or missing elements
	0 pts
Insufficient
5 or more APA errors or missing elements



	4 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeAPA - abstract and introduction
		2 pts
Excellent
Less than 2 APA errors
	1 pts
Adequate
2-4 APA errors or several grammatical/spelling errors
	0 pts
Insufficient
4 or more APA errors or missing elements; difficult to read due to spelling/grammatical errors



	2 pts



