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OVERVIEW
Develop an individual, three-chapter research proposal on a researchable issue directly related to special needs education. Plan a study that you could realistically undertake during your Master’s Special Project, subject to supervisor guidance, access, required approvals and any later refinements. You will be graded on the quality of the proposal submitted for MSN1074; you are not required to collect or analyse data for this assignment.
COURSE LEARNING OUTCOME
CLO3: Construct a research proposal for a special needs education context, incorporating ethical considerations and strategies for disseminating findings to diverse audiences.
PURPOSE
Your proposal should give you a strong starting point for the first three chapters of your eventual five-chapter Special Project report. A strong proposal identifies a bounded problem, builds a reasoned case from relevant research, and specifies a feasible and ethical plan for collecting and analysing evidence. Approval of this coursework proposal does not constitute approval to recruit participants or guarantee that the same topic or design will be approved for the Special Project.
ASSIGNMENT TASK
Choose a special needs education topic and develop Chapter 1 (Introduction), Chapter 2 (Literature Review), and Chapter 3 (Research Methodology). You may propose qualitative, quantitative or mixed methods where your choice fits the research questions and can be completed within the Special Project’s time and resource limits. You may study learners, educators, families, services, practices, accessibility or policy as relevant, but explain clearly how the work belongs to special needs education. Appendix 1 provides the structure and guiding questions.
Proposal length: 4,000–5,000 words for Chapters 1-3 combined. Exclude the cover page, table of contents, abstract, references and appendices; count substantial prose in tables. Suggested section lengths are flexible. Do not present anticipated findings as if data have already been collected.
SCORING CRITERIA
The individual research proposal is marked out of 100. The score is multiplied by 0.40 to contribute up to 40 marks to the course total of 100. Assessment emphasises the problem and research questions, critical use of literature, justified methods, feasibility and ethics, and coherence across the three chapters. The detailed rubric is provided as Appendix 2.
SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS
Submit one Word file via eQIU. Use A4 paper, 2.5 cm margins, Arial 12 point, 1.5 line spacing and APA 7 referencing. Include, in order: cover page with name and student ID; table of contents; abstract (200–250 words, written after the proposal); Chapters 1–3; references; and relevant appendices such as draft instruments, a recruitment or access plan, and an indicative project timeline. Cite all sources you use. Submit the work to Turnitin in accordance with University procedure and follow the Academic Integrity Policy and Policy on the Use of Generative AI Tools for Teaching and Learning.
Submission deadline: [To be confirmed]. 
Students should seek formative feedback on the topic and scope early enough to revise the proposal before submission. Any research with human participants may begin only after the relevant permissions and ethics approvals have been granted.
GUIDANCE ON USING AI IN THIS ASSIGNMENT
You are encouraged to use generative AI where it helps you develop and test your research proposal. For example, you may use it to clarify unfamiliar research terms, generate search terms, explore ways to narrow a question, test whether draft instrument items address your research questions, or identify assumptions and possible weaknesses in your proposed methods. You may also use it to improve the clarity of prose you have written.
Read the research you cite and develop your own synthesis of the literature. Check suggested references against the original publications, and verify every factual claim and citation before including it. Treat AI feedback on feasibility and ethics as questions to investigate, not as a judgment that your study is feasible, ethical or approved. You are responsible for choosing and justifying your research questions, interpretation of the literature and final design.
Do not submit invented sources or information, or enter identifiable participant information or material you do not have permission to share. If you use AI, include a short statement after the references naming the tool, explaining how you used it and how you checked or revised its output. For example: “I used [tool] to develop search terms and test the clarity of my draft research questions. I checked the suggested sources in the original publications and made the final decisions about the proposal myself.” The statement is not graded; AI use is not a rubric criterion. Follow the University’s policy on generative AI.


APPENDIX 1
RESEARCH PROPOSAL STRUCTURE AND GUIDING QUESTIONS
Use the headings below. The questions guide your decisions; do not answer each one as a separate item. Adapt the subheadings as your design requires, while preserving the three-chapter structure and making the links between problem, evidence, and methods explicit.
	Chapter
	Suggested length
	Required content and guiding questions

	1. Introduction
	1,150–1,350 words
	Background and bounded context; evidence-based problem statement; aim, two to four focused research questions and matching objectives; significance, scope and key terms. What specific issue in special needs education needs investigation? What evidence shows that it matters in your intended setting? Whose experience is involved? Which claims could your proposed study answer within its limits?

	2. Literature Review
	1,400–1,650 words
	Relevant concepts or theoretical/conceptual framework; thematic critical synthesis of pertinent peer-reviewed studies; context, populations, methods and findings; justified gap and contribution. What is already known? Which findings or assumptions differ across studies? How do definitions and contexts shape comparisons? What precise gap motivates your questions? Explain a framework only when it genuinely guides the study.

	3. Research Methodology
	1,450–1,750 words
	Approach and design; setting and participants or data sources; sampling and recruitment; instruments and procedures; analysis linked to each question; quality and rigour; ethics and feasibility. Why does this design answer your questions? How will access and permissions be obtained? How will you accommodate participation and communication needs? How will data be analysed, secured and reported? What are the important limits?



The ranges guide balance and may total above or below the overall range when combined at their extremes; the total for Chapters 1-3 must remain 4,000–5,000 words. Do not force every topic into a particular theory, sample size, hypothesis or statistical test.
Chapter 3 should specify safeguards appropriate to the study, especially where minors, disabled participants or sensitive records are involved. Explain how access, consent or assent, accessibility, confidentiality, data security and safeguarding will be addressed. Include a feasible alternative if a key access assumption fails.
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Name & ID:

	Criterion
	Excellent / Distinction
(80–100)
	Good
(70–79)
	Satisfactory
(55–69)
	Needs Improvement
(0–54)
	Marks

	1. Chapter 1: Problem, questions and significance 
(20 marks)
	Identifies a focused special needs education problem supported by credible contextual and research evidence. The aim, research questions and objectives are precise, answerable, mutually aligned and appropriately bounded. Explains a realistic contribution and defines the study’s scope.
	Identifies a relevant, adequately supported problem. Aim, questions and objectives are clear and mostly aligned; significance and scope are credible, with minor gaps in precision or justification.
	Presents a relevant topic but the problem is broadly framed or weakly evidenced. Questions or objectives are partly aligned or too broad; significance and scope are only partly justified.
	Problem is unclear or unrelated to special needs education, or rests on unsupported claims. Questions are absent, unanswerable or substantially misaligned; contribution and scope are unclear.
	X 0.20 =

	2. Chapter 2: Critical synthesis and research rationale 
(25 marks)
	Synthesises pertinent research around meaningful themes, critically comparing findings, methods, populations and contexts. Uses relevant concepts or theory where they genuinely guide the inquiry. Establishes a specific, well-supported gap or rationale leading to the proposed questions.
	Organises relevant literature thematically and offers sound comparison and some critique. Concepts or theory are appropriate, and the research rationale follows from the review, though some links need deeper explanation.
	Covers some relevant sources but relies mainly on study-by-study description. Concepts or theory are weakly linked to the inquiry; the gap or rationale is broad or only partly supported.
	Literature is sparse, inaccurate or largely unrelated to the inquiry. Little meaningful synthesis or conceptual grounding is evident, and the proposed study lacks a credible research rationale.
	X 0.25 =

	3. Chapter 3: Approach, design and participants 
(15 marks)
	Justifies a clearly specified approach and design that fit the research questions. Defines the setting and eligible participants or data sources, explains sampling or selection and recruitment, and provides a reasoned account of sample size or adequacy.
	Proposes a suitable design and relevant setting and participants, with a generally sound justification for selection and recruitment. Minor details about design fit or sample adequacy remain unclear.
	Describes a plausible design and sample but gives limited justification of their fit to the questions. Selection, recruitment or sample adequacy is underspecified.
	Design or participant selection is unsuitable, missing or inconsistent with the questions. Sampling and recruitment cannot be understood or defended.
	X 0.15 =

	4. Chapter 3: Data collection, analysis and rigour 
(20 marks)
	Specifies suitable instruments or sources and a workable collection sequence. Links each research question to appropriate analytic steps, including integration where mixed methods are proposed. Explains how the quality of instruments, data and analysis will be checked using methods suited to the design.
	Describes appropriate collection and analysis procedures and links them to most questions. Addresses relevant quality or rigour measures, with minor omissions in sequence or justification.
	Identifies possible instruments and analytic methods but gives an incomplete procedure or weak links to the questions. Quality and rigour are addressed in general terms.
	Collection or analysis plan is absent, inappropriate or too vague to implement. Key questions lack a means of being answered, and relevant quality safeguards are missing.
	X 0.20 =

	5. Chapter 3: Ethics, access and feasibility
(15 marks)
	Identifies the approvals, permissions and access needed and presents a realistic project timeline and alternative if access fails. Provides study-specific safeguards for consent or assent, accessibility, power relations, confidentiality, data security and participant welfare where relevant.
	Addresses major permissions, access and timing constraints with a workable plan. Ethical safeguards fit the setting and participants, though some procedures or contingency details need fuller explanation.
	Recognises basic ethics and feasibility issues, but permissions, recruitment access, timing or safeguards are incomplete or generic. A significant practical assumption remains unexamined.
	Overlooks important permissions, access barriers or participant protections. The proposed procedures are ethically unsuitable or unlikely to be feasible within the project period.
	X 0.15 =

	6. Coherence of the complete proposal 
(5 marks)
	The problem, literature rationale, questions and methodological plan form one consistent proposal. Terminology, claims and citations are accurate and clear enough to trace the reasoning across chapters.
	The chapters connect logically with only minor inconsistencies. Writing and citation practice allow the reasoning to be followed.
	Connections between chapters are uneven; inconsistencies in terminology, writing or citation practice obscure some of the reasoning.
	The chapters are materially inconsistent or difficult to follow; the proposed method does not address the stated problem or questions.
	X 0.05 =
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