Part 3 - Community Interviews (Part of Community Engagement Project) 
The purpose of this activity is to give you the opportunity to interview selected community nurses, officials, and organizational representatives in the community and your defined group. You must:
1. Interview one type of community nurse (such as community health clinic nurse, school nurse, home health, hospice, occupational health, or church/parish nurse).
2. Interview one non-medical community official (such as a policeman, mayor, council member or director of a community department).
3. Interview one member form your aggregate group.
 
 To complete this activity, you must:
1. Make arrangements to interview a community health nurse, a non-medical community official, and a representative from your aggregate group.
2. As you conduct the interviews, it might be helpful to take notes during the interview but always obtain permission from the person you are interviewing before you take notes. If you use an audio recorder, you will need to obtain permission from the person you are interviewing before the actual interview. Obtain information on the following questions: 
1. Describe your position or job. What do you do in your present position or job? For agencies and organizations, identify the population served in the community and services provided by the organization.
2. Describe a few activities that occupy the majority of your day.
3. What are the community health and social issues in your aggregate group?
4. Whose help will be needed to address these health and social issues?
3. The three interviews should be written up and summarized in a 3-5-page paper, following APA guidelines.
 





Rubric
NURS- Written Assignment (eFa17) 
	NURS- Written Assignment (eFa17) 

	Criteria
	Ratings
	Pts 

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Organization 
		25.0 pts 
All paragraphs relate to topic sentences, fully developed. Transitions effective. Uses academic voice throughout. All sentences are well-written. Fully addresses all aspects of the assignment.
	20.0 pts 
Most paragraphs relate to topic sentences, well developed. Mostly adequate transitions. Uses academic voice 75% or more of the time. Mostly well-written sentences. Addresses assignment but does not fully develop all parts of it. Some divergence form assigned topic noted.
	17.0 pts 
Some paragraphs relate to topic sentences, some development needed. Some awkward transitions. Some poor sentences. Uses academic voice less than 50% of the time. Only some parts of the assignment addressed. Divergence form assigned topic frequent.
	13.0 pts 
Paragraphs with little or no organization or meaningful transitions. Many awkward sentences or many in the same format. Conversational voice used. Frequent divergence from the assigned topic. Topic addressed but no attention/evidence of core requirements. Does not follow formatting.



	25.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Table/Content development 
		30.0 pts 
Proficient development; comprehensive knowledge of subject matter as evidenced by full application of course concepts and terms. Substantial, logical, & concrete development of ideas. Assumptions are made explicit. Details are germane, original, and convincingly interpreted.
	27.0 pts 
Competent development; appropriate use/correct application of course concepts and terms. Offers solid but less original reasoning. Assumptions are not always recognized or made explicit. Contains some appropriate details or examples.
	23.0 pts 
Adequate development; some correct use of terms and content. Offers somewhat obvious support that may be too broad. Details are too general, not interpreted, irrelevant to thesis, or inappropriately repetitive.
	17.0 pts 
Insufficient development; no correct use of course terms and concepts Offers simplistic, undeveloped, or cryptic support for the ideas. Inappropriate or off-topic generalizations, faulty assumptions, errors of fact.



	30.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Information Integration 
		30.0 pts 
All ideas or opinions of others attributed to credible appropriate sources, relevant to concept development. Combines material from a variety of sources, including personal observation, scientific data, authoritative testimony. Not overly dependent on quotations. Seamless integration of sources into narrative.
	27.0 pts 
Most ideas or opinions of others attributed to credible appropriate sources, relevant to concept development. Uses references to support, extend, and inform, but not substitute writer’s own development of idea. Quotations are lengthy. Mostly smooth integration of sources into narrative.
	23.0 pts 
Some ideas or opinions of others attributed to credible appropriate sources. Uses relevant sources but lacks in variety of sources and/or the skillful combination of sources. Quotations are invoked frequently and/or inconsistently referenced Inconsistent integration into narrative.
	17.0 pts 
Few credible appropriate sources. Overuse of quotations or paraphrase to substitute writer’s own ideas. (Possibly uses source material without acknowledgement.) Overly dependent on quotations. Awkward integration into narrative.



	30.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Spelling, Grammar & Punctuation 
		5.0 pts 
The paper is free from errors of spelling and mechanics.
	4.0 pts 
Spelling, grammar and punctuation errors are rare and do not detract from the paper.
	3.0 pts 
Few spelling, grammar, and punctuation errors to detract from the paper.
	1.0 pts 
Numerous proofreading errors significantly interfere with reading the paper.



	5.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome APA Formatting, APA Style, & academic writing 
		5.0 pts 
No APA style errors. Academic writing flows and is easy to follow.
	4.0 pts 
Errors in APA style and format are rare. Scholarly writing style with minimal (1-2) awkward or unclear passages.
	3.0 pts 
Errors in APA style are noticeable. Word choice occasionally conversational in tone. Writing has a few (3-4) awkward or unclear passages.
	1.0 pts 
Errors in APA style detract substantially from the paper. Writing is conversational, choppy, with many (5 or more) awkward or unclear passages.



	5.0 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Citations & References 
		5.0 pts 
Correct use of APA formatting for in-text citations and reference page (no errors).
	4.0 pts 
Mostly correct use of APA formatting for in- text citations and reference page (1-2 errors).
	3.0 pts 
Some correct use of APA formatting for in-text citation and reference page (3-4 errors).
	1.0 pts 
Limited use of APA formatting for in-text citations and reference page (5 or more errors).



	5.0 pts
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