Format of the critiques will be as follows:
(a) Title Page: this should be centered on the page. You do not need to include an author's note.
(b) Brief summary of the article: Do not copy the article's abstract; create your own summary of the article.
(c) Your impression of the article: What are your thoughts, opinions, and concerns with or about the article.
(d) Application: Describe how you might apply the information from this article in your future teaching.
(e) Reference. 
Author(s) Last name, First initial. (Year). Article title (only first word & word after : capitalized). Journal Name, Volume (Number), page number(s).
Example reference:
Hosp, J. L., & Reschly, D. J. (2004). Disproportionate representation of minority students in special education: Academic, demographic, and economic predictors. Exceptional Children, 70(2), 185-199. 
 



Grading rubric: 
	APA Reference Included
		7.0 to >5.0 pts
Exceeds Expectations
Correct formatting of APA reference was included along with a submitted copy of the original article or working link to the article.
	5.0 to >2.0 pts
Meets Expectations
Formatting of APA Reference was not exactly correct. A copy of the original article or a link to the original article was submitted.
	2.0 to >0 pts
Needs Improvement
Incorrect or no formatting of APA Reference was included, nor was a copy or link of the original article submitted.



	7.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeBrief Summary Provided
		12.0 to >8.0 pts
Exceeds Expectations
A summary was provided that was substantial. The student includes multiple relevant details and a through description of the article.
	8.0 to >4.0 pts
Meets Expectations
A summary was provided, but was not as thorough as it could have been. A few details were used and the main points of the article were mentioned.
	4.0 to >0 pts
Needs Improvement
Either no summary was provided or it was poorly done.



	12.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeReviewer
		12.0 to >8.0 pts
Exceeds Expectations
The impression of the reviewer was provided and sufficiently related to the article.
	8.0 to >4.0 pts
Meets Expectations
An impression was provided, but connection to the article was not thorough or clearly evident.
	4.0 to >0 pts
Needs Improvement
Either no impression was provided or it was poorly done.



	12.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeApplication was Made
		12.0 to >8.0 pts
Exceeds Expectations
An application was provided and related to article's information to reviewer's current/future teaching.
	8.0 to >4.0 pts
Meets Expectations
An application was provided, but was not thorough and did not clearly convey relationship to reviewer's current/future teaching.
	4.0 to >0 pts
Needs Improvement
Either no application was provided or it was poorly done.



	12.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeGrammar and Person First Language
		7.0 to >5.0 pts
Exceeds Expectations
Student used appropriate grammar with fewer than 3 errors. Person first language was used consistently throughout the paper.
	5.0 to >3.0 pts
Meets Expectations
Student used somewhat appropriate grammar with 3-5 errors. Person first language was used with less than 2 errors.
	3.0 to >0 pts
Needs Improvement
Students grammar usage was poor and made it difficult to read the assignment. Person first language was not used consistently.



	7.0 pts

	Total Points: 50.0



