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The Comprehensive Examination:
Candidates in the Professional Doctorate (EdD) in Educational Leadership program are required to take comprehensive exams at the end of the fall semester of year two of the program of study.  The examination is administered in a take-home format.  Candidates must notify the department chair in writing of their intention to take the examination. 
            
The purpose of the comprehensive examination is to evaluate the candidate’s ability to use the subject content defined in the approved program of study to prepare a dissertation using the five-chapter traditional format, an approved format in the Georgia State University College of Education.

The comprehensive examination consists of a written portion and an additional oral portion if the committee deems needed. The candidates have two opportunities to pass the comprehensive examination. On a second attempt, the candidate’s committee may require the candidate to take the additional oral and/or written exam. Candidates who do not pass the examination on the second attempt are not permitted to continue in the doctoral program. 

To be eligible to take the comprehensive examination, the candidate’s cumulative grade point average in the doctoral program of study must be no less than 3.0. Educational Leadership faculty members will determine the content of the examination items and the scoring of the responses. 

Candidates may pass or fail any question of the exam. All questions must be passed to pass the examination. Each examiner will grade the examination, all three questions, based on the rubric. A consensus of the candidate's committee is required to pass all questions. 

A candidate who fails a question may sit for that question a second time. The Educational Leadership faculty will determine the time of the retest.  After two failures on any question, the candidate is not eligible to retake that question, has failed the comprehensive examination, and is not eligible to continue doctoral studies. Due to the window of time allowed for the exam, late submissions will not be accepted and will count as a failure.

Academic Honesty
Georgia State University expects that graduate candidates will pursue their academic programs in an ethical, professional manner. An atmosphere of trust is an essential component of a productive academic environment. Academic honesty is the foundation for this trust. Any work that candidates present in fulfillment of program or course requirements should represent their own efforts, achieved without giving or receiving any unauthorized assistance. For this exam, unauthorized assistance is defined as discussion with peers, former students, committee members, other professors, other colleagues, or submissions that are not the original work of the candidate. This includes self-plagiarism. Additionally, candidates may not consult editors either for content or grammar support. Students should use spellcheck and Grammarly.  Intent is not a factor in determining failure to abide by the University's expectations for academic honesty. 

Academic dishonesty is the giving, taking, or presenting of information or material by a candidate that unethically or fraudulently aids that candidate or another on work which is to be considered in the determination of a grade, the completion of academic requirements, or the enhancement of the candidate’s record or academic career. Candidates are responsible for Georgia State University’s policy on Academic Honesty published in the candidate handbook. Please review the policy at this link.

Notice of the examination results will be forwarded to the Office of Academic Assistance when all final grades are completed.
  

AI Use Declaration Requirement
At the beginning of your manuscript of comprehensive exam answers, you must declare whether and/or how you have used artificial intelligence (AI) in your comprehensive exam. This declaration must be submitted as part of their comprehensive exam materials. In your AI use declaration, you must include:
    - Whether AI tools were used in any stage of the comprehensive exam process.
    - The specific tools used (e.g., Grammarly, ChatGPT, Claude, or other AI tools). 
    - A detailed explanation of purposes and how these tools were employed.
- Provide an appendix that includes the prompts that you used.

Please submit this declaration with the email you send to your chair and the program coordinator. 
 
Declaration Statement
 
I, [Student Name], affirm that I have [or have not] used AI tools during the comprehensive exam process. 
 
[If AI was used, include this statement] I have used the following AI tools: [list tools], for the following purposes: [describe purposes, including specific tasks such as grammar checks, brainstorming, summarizing sources, or formatting assistance].
 
I acknowledge this submitted work reflects my own intellectual effort and understanding.
 

COMPREHENSIVE EXAM PROTOCOL

 Evaluation of Exams:

The written comprehensive exam is graded by at least two program faculty readers (typically the candidate’s chair and second) and returned approximately two weeks from the date it was written/submitted. The two readers independently evaluate each question essay response and assign one of the ratings below.

Pass, substantially exceeds department expectations for doctoral preliminary examinations
Pass, meets department expectations for doctoral comprehensive examinations
Fail, minor revisions, does not meet department expectations for doctoral comprehensive examinations
Fail, major revisions, falls substantially below department expectations for doctoral comprehensive examinations

If the ratings of the two readers are different, a third program faculty member, typically the program coordinator, will be asked to evaluate the exam, serving as a tiebreaker (this may result in a delay in returning the results to the candidate). A candidate must receive a pass from at least two readers to pass each question of the comprehensive examinations. A faculty member who assigns a “revise” or “fail” must specify the key shortcomings of the paper. Since the purpose of the exam is to determine whether or not the candidate is ready to proceed in the program, feedback on the exam is provided to only those who fail or must revise the exam.


Possible Outcomes of Examination Evaluation:

If each question of the exam is assigned a “pass,” the candidate and advisor will receive a letter from the program coordinator indicating such. 

In the event that the first writing of any question is not a pass (i.e., is either a “minor revision” or a “ major revision”), the program coordinator will provide the candidate with the readers’ feedback comments. All requirements for academic honesty and communication apply for exam revisions. 

If the first writing of any question of the exam is a “minor revise,” the candidate is allowed two weeks to revise the response to the question(s). The revision uses the same exam question(s) as the first exam. The possible outcomes of this revision are “pass” or “fail;” there is no option for revising the revision response. 

If the first writing of any question of the exam is a “major revision”, the candidate is allowed four weeks to revise the response to the question(s) that need revisions.  The revision uses the same exam question(s) as the first exam. The possible outcomes of this revision are “pass” or “fail;” there is no option for revising the revision response.

If a candidate’s committee decides that they need to revise on campus, the date will be determined in consultation with the candidate and will follow the procedure below: 
 
    Space is provided by the department.
     Proctoring is provided by the department.
    On-campus exams are administered in three sessions scheduled as follows:
                A  Morning		                          8:00 - 11:00
                B  Afternoon        		               11:30- 2:30
                C  Late afternoon                   	3:00 – 6:00                           

Notification:

The program coordinator will send notification of the outcome of the examination to the candidate and their chair on the published date. Since the grading of some exams will be finished before others due to candidate pacing and/or individual faculty schedules and commitments, not all candidates will receive notifications for revisions at the same time. In addition, any re-readings that must be completed to break a tie will delay the notification of results to the candidate.

When the candidate has passed the comprehensive written exam, the chair and program coordinator receive a copy of the Comprehensive Written Examination Report form.  The chair signs and returns the form to the Department of Educational Policy Studies. This must be completed before the candidate can schedule the prospectus presentation.

The Comprehensive Exam – EdD Cohort XIII
December 2025

The max page limit for each question is 10 pages and that does not include references or the appendix.


Written Comprehensive Exam Question 1:

Write a paper (10-page max) explaining the following components of your research proposal:
1. Research Questions: Clearly articulate your research questions, including their development and alignment with your field of study. Discuss how these questions address gaps in existing literature or knowledge.
2. Problem Statement: Provide a detailed problem statement. Explain the real-world or theoretical problem your research addresses. Discuss the scope and context of the problem and justify its relevance in academic and practical terms.
3. Significance of the Study: Elaborate on the importance of your study. Explain how it contributes to the advancement of knowledge in your discipline and its potential impact on practice, policy, or future research.
Your paper should include:
· A coherent structure with an introduction, body, and conclusion.
· Proper use of APA (7th Edition) formatting, including in-text citations and a reference page.
· A critical and analytical approach to writing, demonstrating a deep understanding of the topic.

The appendix includes a rubric for this question.

Written Comprehensive Exam Question 2:
Write a detailed paper that discusses the literature review and theoretical framework for your intended research study. Your paper should include the following components (Maximum length 10 pages):
1. Literature Review Process and Organization :
· Explain your process for conducting the literature review, including the steps taken to identify and review relevant sources.
· Describe how you organized the key themes or "buckets" in your review and the rationale behind your organizational approach.
· Indicate how many citations you included, their types (e.g., books, peer-reviewed articles, websites, reports), and how they strengthen the foundation of your study.
2. Theoretical Framework and Literature Review:
· Provide the actual theoretical framework that will guide your study. Explain its key concepts and their relationships and articulate how the theoretical framework will guide the research methods. Be sure to define the concepts, and critique different definitions in the existing literature.
· Include your comprehensive literature review as an appendix (not in page count), organized around the themes and concepts that inform your study. Be sure to highlight how the literature connects to your theoretical framework, research questions, and the significance of your study.


The rubric for this question can be found in the appendix. Question two should be at least 10 pages, but there is not a maximum number of pages for this question.
Written Comprehensive Exam Question 3:
A wide range of research designs is available for use in educational research. It is imperative that the research methodology be selected based upon the characteristics of the study, as opposed to the preferences of the researcher (Gay, Mills, & Airasian, 2006). 

Provide a brief overview of your intended study including your current research questions and the significance of your study. Provide a narrative outlining and describing your proposed research design. Explain why you believe it to be the most appropriate methodology for your intended study. Once you have provided this foundation, address each of the following areas and defend your choices:  
1. Indicate how you will sample subjects (or documents, events, materials, test items, if relevant). Include the following in your answer: sampling method; procedures for drawing a sample; sample size; possible sources of bias or error; sample limitations. 
2. Describe the type(s) of information you will use to answer the research question(s). How will you evaluate the reliability and validity and/or the trustworthiness and credibility of that information? (For example: if using test scores, you will need to describe your statistical evaluation of reliability and validity; if using participant observation, you will need to explain how you determine credibility, confirmability, dependability, transferability, and trustworthiness).
3. How will you collect the data? Describe your procedures in detail. 
4. How will you analyze the information and interpret the findings? Describe your process in detail.  If you elect to use a statistical method of analysis, what statistics will be interpreted and what information do the statistics yield about the data? If you elect to use thematic or interpretative analysis, how will you organize the information and draw conclusions based on induction? 
A rubric for this question is included in the appendix (Maximum length 10 pages).

Submitting the exam:
Your exam must be emailed to me at my GSU email address on or before January 12, 2026 at 5:00 PM EST. All exam responses should be sent to Dr. Nick Sauers (nsauers@gsu.edu) and you also should include your committee chair on that message. Late exams will be graded as a failure with major revisions required. 

You will submit one file for each question. Your files must be in WORD and must be formatted according to APA 7th Ed. criteria. 
Please title your files as indicated:

YOURNAME.COMPSQ1.2025

YOURNAME.COMPSQ2.2025

YOURNAME.COMPSQ3.2025 


Faculty Use Only:
 College of Education                                                                        _	 
                                         Report of Comprehensive Examinations
Professional Doctorate (EdD) in Educational Leadership

Name	________________________________________________________________	Panther  #	___________________________________

Address	________________________________________________________________	Day Telephone	___________________________________

City, State, ZIP	_______________________________________________________	Evening Telephone___________________________________


                                       Doctoral Comprehensive Examinations were administered to the above named doctoral candidate in the

                                  Department of  __________________________________________ on  ____________________________.


The following results are reported:

	       
                                           ________________PASS                                           
	
                                   _________________FAIL



	
Comments:



Signatures below indicate acknowledgment of results reported above.
APPROVALS

	
Student Signature	____________________________________    Date   ________

Major Advisor/	
Committee Chair	_____________________________________   Dept. ________	Signature __________________________________	Date _____________

Committee Member	_____________________________________   Dept. ________	Signature __________________________________	Date _____________

Department Chair	_____________________________________   Dept. ________	Signature __________________________________   Date _____________




AFTER all signatures of above are obtained, submit form to the Office of Academic Assistance & Graduate Admissions (OAA), Room 300 College of Education.

	Monitored by OAA:
	Date
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Appendix
Rubric for Evaluating Comprehensive Exam Question 1

Student Name:  

Evaluators:  

	Criteria
	Exemplary (5)
	Proficient (4)
	Adequate (3)
	Needs Improvement (2)
	Inadequate (1)

	Research Questions
	Questions are clearly stated, well-justified, and aligned with research gaps. Demonstrates originality and depth.
	Questions are clear and relevant but lack depth or originality.
	Questions are stated but lack clarity or strong alignment with research gaps.
	Questions are vague, poorly justified, or misaligned with research.
	Questions are missing or unclear.

	Problem Statement
	The problem is compelling, well-defined, and justified with strong evidence and context.
	The problem is clear and justified but lacks depth in context or evidence.
	The problem is stated but lacks clarity or sufficient evidence.
	The problem is vaguely stated, with little evidence or justification.
	The problem is missing or entirely unclear.

	Significance of Study
	The significance is thoroughly explained, addressing theoretical, practical, and policy implications.
	The significance is explained but lacks depth or balance across implications.
	The significance is mentioned but lacks depth or clarity.
	The significance is poorly articulated or overly generic.
	The significance is missing or irrelevant.

	Structure and Organization
	The paper is well-organized, with a clear introduction, body, and conclusion. Transitions are seamless.
	The paper is organized but has minor structural issues or abrupt transitions.
	The paper has a basic structure but lacks coherence in sections.
	The paper lacks clear organization or logical flow.
	The paper is disorganized and difficult to follow.

	Use of Sources and APA Formatting
	Extensive and relevant use of sources, cited correctly in APA (7th Edition). Reference page is complete.
	Adequate use of sources with minor APA errors.
	Limited or inconsistent use of sources, with several APA errors.
	Minimal use of sources or major APA formatting issues.
	No sources cited or entirely incorrect formatting.

	Writing Quality
	Writing is clear, analytical, and free of grammatical errors. Demonstrates deep engagement with the topic.
	Writing is clear and analytical with minor errors (<5).
	Writing is basic with some grammatical errors (5-9) and limited analysis.
	Writing is unclear, with significant errors (10-15) and minimal analysis.
	Writing is poor, with frequent errors (>15) and lack of analysis.


Total Points:
Out of 30 points, with each category scored from 1 to 5.

Grading Scale:
· (27–30): Exemplary (Pass)
· (24–26): Proficient (Pass)
· (18–23): Adequate (Pass)
· (12–17): Minor Revisions Needed (Fail)
· (<12): Major Revisions or Fail (Fail)
· 
Rubric for Comprehensive Exam Question 2
Student Name:  
Evaluators:  

	Criteria
	Exemplary (5)
	Proficient (4)
	Adequate (3)
	Needs Improvement (2)
	Inadequate (1)

	Theoretical Framework: Explanation and Alignment
	The theoretical framework is exceptionally clear, detailed, and well-justified. Key concepts and their relationships are thoroughly defined and explained, with strong articulation of how the framework guides the research methods. Compelling critique of existing definitions in the literature is provided.
	The theoretical framework is clear and well-justified. Key concepts and relationships are explained, with a reasonable connection to research methods. Critique of definitions is present but could be more comprehensive.
	The theoretical framework is present but lacks clarity, detail, or strong justification. Connections to research methods are weak or unclear, and critique of definitions is superficial.
	The theoretical framework is vague, poorly connected to research methods, or insufficiently detailed. Little to no critique of existing definitions is present.
	The theoretical framework is missing, irrelevant, or poorly articulated. No critique of definitions is provided.

	Literature Review: Organization and Depth
	Literature review is comprehensive, well-organized, and deeply analytical. Themes and concepts are thoughtfully structured, demonstrating strong integration with the theoretical framework and research questions. The review provides insightful critiques of existing literature, identifying gaps, inconsistencies, and areas for further exploration which is aligned with the study purpose and theoretical framework. Citations are diverse, credible, and highly relevant.
	Literature review is well-organized and detailed, with adequate analysis of themes and concepts. Integration with the theoretical framework and research questions is present but could be more explicit. The review critiques existing literature, though the depth of analysis may be limited or uneven, and alignment with the study purpose and theoretical framework is not consistently clear. Citations are sufficient and relevant.
	Literature review is present but lacks depth, clarity, or strong organization. Integration with the framework and research questions is weak or inconsistent. Critique of existing literature is minimal, limited to surface-level observations or summaries, and lacks alignment with the study purpose and theoretical framework. Citations are incomplete or of limited relevance.
	Literature review is superficial, poorly organized, or disconnected from the theoretical framework and research questions. Critique of existing literature is absent or lacks substance. Citations are minimal and lack relevance or credibility.
	Literature review is absent or irrelevant, with no attempt to critique or engage with the existing literature or align with the study purpose and theoretical framework.

	Coherence among Theoretical Framework, Literature Review, and Research Questions
	Theoretical framework, literature review, and research questions are seamlessly integrated. Strong alignment exists between these elements, with consistent connections to the study’s significance and methodology.
	Theoretical framework, literature review, and research questions are mostly aligned, with minor inconsistencies or gaps in integration.
	Theoretical framework, literature review, and research questions are somewhat aligned but have noticeable inconsistencies or weak connections.
	Theoretical framework, literature review, and research questions are poorly aligned, with significant contradictions or gaps in connections.
	Theoretical framework, literature review, and research questions are not aligned or are irrelevant to each other.

	Writing Quality
	Writing is clear, analytical, and free of grammatical errors. Demonstrates deep engagement with the topic.
	Writing is clear and analytical with minor errors (<5).
	Writing is basic with some grammatical errors (5–9) and limited analysis.
	Writing is unclear, with significant errors (10–15) and minimal analysis.
	Writing is poor, with frequent errors (>15) and lack of analysis.




Grading Scale:
· (18–20): Exemplary (Pass)
· (16–17): Proficient (Pass)
· (12–15): Adequate (Pass)
· (8–11 points): Minor Revisions Needed (Fail)
· (<8 points): Major Revisions or Fail (Fail)


Rubric for Comprehensive Exam Question 3

Student Name:  

Evaluators:  

	Criteria
	Exemplary (5)
	Proficient (4)
	Adequate (3)
	Needs Improvement (2)
	Inadequate (1)

	Overview of the Study
	The study overview, research questions, and significance are exceptionally clear, thorough, and well-justified.
	The study overview, research questions, and significance are clear and well-aligned but lack some depth or originality.
	The study overview, research questions, and significance are included but may lack clarity or depth.
	The overview, research questions, and significance are vague or underdeveloped.
	The overview, research questions, and significance are missing or unclear.

	Justification of Research Design
	The research design is expertly justified as the most appropriate for the study, with strong alignment to research goals and context.
	The research design is well-justified, though some elements of the alignment could be further developed.
	The research design is explained but lacks depth or full alignment with research goals.
	The research design is weakly justified or disconnected from the research goals.
	The research design is missing or entirely unclear.

	Sampling Strategy
	The sampling method is detailed, appropriate, and well-justified, addressing sampling procedures, size, biases, and limitations comprehensively.
	The sampling method is clear and appropriate but lacks detail or depth in addressing procedures, size, biases, or limitations.
	The sampling method is mentioned but may lack clarity or fail to address all required elements.
	The sampling method is vague, inappropriate, or missing key components.
	The sampling strategy is missing or irrelevant.

	Evaluation of Information
	The evaluation of reliability, validity, trustworthiness, or credibility is thoroughly explained and appropriately tailored to the study’s methodology.
	The evaluation of reliability, validity, or credibility is adequate but lacks depth or comprehensive coverage.
	The evaluation is present but lacks detail or demonstrates gaps in understanding.
	The evaluation is vague, incomplete, or not well-aligned with the methodology.
	The evaluation is missing or irrelevant.

	Data Collection
	Data collection methods are thoroughly described, logical, and aligned with research questions and design.
	Data collection methods are adequately described but could benefit from additional detail or clarity.
	Data collection methods are present but lack sufficient explanation or alignment.
	Data collection methods are vague or underdeveloped.
	Data collection methods are missing or irrelevant.

	Data Analysis and Interpretation
	Data analysis and interpretation methods are clearly and thoroughly described, with strong justification for their use.
	Data analysis and interpretation methods are clear but lack some detail or justification.
	Data analysis and interpretation methods are included but lack clarity or strong justification.
	Data analysis and interpretation methods are weakly developed or poorly justified.
	Data analysis and interpretation methods are missing or irrelevant.

	Writing Quality
	Writing is clear, analytical, and free of grammatical errors. Demonstrates deep engagement with the topic.
	Writing is clear and analytical with minor errors (<5).
	Writing is basic with some grammatical errors (5-9) and limited analysis.
	Writing is unclear, with significant errors (10-15) and minimal analysis.
	Writing is poor, with frequent errors (>15) and lack of analysis.



Grading Scale:
· (31–35): Exemplary (Pass)
· (28–30): Proficient (Pass)
· (21–27): Adequate (Pass)
· (14–20): Minor Revisions Needed (Fail)
· (<14): Major Revisions or Fail (Fail)
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