	Grading Rubric for # Assignment 1

	Criteria 
	Excellent
	Good
	Average
	Poor

	One page summary of article typed in 12 point font and double spaced; title and name in 14 point font single spaced
	Full page summary of article to include title and name; met deadline; citation correct
(1 point)
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Less than full page summary of article to include title and name; met deadline; citation mostly correct
(0.75 points)
	Less than 3/4 page summary of article to include title and name; met deadline; citation errors          (0.5 points)
	Less than 1/2 page summary of article to include title and name; or late or not typed; no citation
 (0.25 points)

	Grammar and spelling
	Demonstrates superior knowledge of sentence structure, proper grammar and spelling
(1 point)
	Demonstrates good knowledge of sentence structure, proper grammar and spelling
(0.75 points)
	Has some knowledge of sentence structure, 1-2 errors in grammar and/or spelling
(0.5 points)
	Has some knowledge of sentence structure, more than two errors in grammar and/or spelling
(0.25 points)

	Identified important aspects of article related to lab experiment – demonstrates awareness of having read both
	Very clear that reading were understood and all parts of summary pertinent to experiment
(1 point)
	Reading were understood and some parts of the summary had information pertinent to experiment        (0.75 point)
	Clear some parts of the reading understood; summary parts that show relationship to lab experiment (0.5 points)
	Not evident reading understood; most of the summary has questionable pertinence to lab experiment
(0.25 points)

	Critical & creative thinking rubric: intellectual standards used

1. clarity
2. accuracy
3. precision
4. relevance
5. depth
6. breadth
7. logic
8. significance
9. fairness

(see comments in table – next page)
	Found the “easter egg;” understandable; free of errors; has necessary level of detail; input addresses the lab; covers problems and complexities of the question; parts make sense with no contradiction; focus on important instead of trivial; justifiable input
(2 points)
	Found the “easter egg;” understandable; few errors; has some detail; somewhat addresses the lab; covers some problems/ complexities; parts somewhat make sense; focus mainly on important instead of trivial; some justifiable input
(1.75 points)
	Addressed some parts of “easter egg;” some parts difficult to understand; some errors; slight detail; barely addressed lab; covers few problems/ complexities; parts make little sense; focus mainly on trivial vs. important; little justifiable input
(1.5 points)
	Did not find the “easter egg;” unable to understand; many errors; not detailed; input does not address the lab; covers no problems/ complexities; parts make no sense; focus on trivial at expense of important; no justifiable input (1 point)
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