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	Patrick F. Taylor Science & Technology Academy
RUBRIC: Paper
	
PRESENTER:
___________________________________


PROJECT:
Scientist Tracking Network


EVALUATOR:
________________   DATE:  ___________

	CRITERIA
	WEIGHT
	UNSATISFACTORY

(Below Performance Standards)
	PROFICIENT

(Minimal Criteria)
	ADVANCED

(Demonstrates Exceptional Performance)

	Content Literacy


	35%
	·  Hypothesis is incorrectly stated or missing.

· The animation analysis is incorrectly applied or missing.

· The conclusion is incorrect or missing.

· The satellite description is incomplete or missing.  
	· Hypothesis about scientist’s location is written as an “IF …, then… “ statement.  

· Seasonal cycles of net radiation animation is incorporated into discussion.

· A conclusion about the scientist’s location is stated and supported by data.  

· Satellite is described by its orbital path and instruments.  


	In addition to meeting the PROFICIENT criteria …

· The hypothesis is examined and discussed completely.  

·  The conclusion is thoroughly supported by the analysis of data.   

· Vocabulary from the unit is explained clearly in the appropriate context.
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	31 - - - - - - - - - - - - 33 - - - - - - - - - - - 35

	Written Communication


	30%
	· Standard rules of grammar and composition are not observed in written product.  

· Written material is messy or confusing.  
	· All written materials conform to standard rules of grammar and composition.

· The tone of the paper is appropriate to the professional standards of the student’s role. 


	In addition to meeting the PROFICIENT criteria …

· The appearance and tone of the paper exceed expectations.
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	Critical Thinking 

Analysis
	35%
	· Data analysis from the Live Access Server is incorrect.

· The hypothesis is not analyzed in terms of available data.

· The radiation budget discussion does not apply to the chosen location.  
	· Data from the NASA Live Access Server is cited in support of the hypothesis.

· The discussion of the radiation budget adds to the understanding of the reason for choosing the location.


	In addition to meeting the PROFICIENT criteria …

· The hypothesis is examined in depth from a variety of data sources.  

· The discussion of the earth’s radiation budget includes a compare and contrast discussion for other regions of the globe.    
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	Patrick F. Taylor Science & Technology Academy 

RUBRIC: Poster
	
PRESENTER:
___________________________________


PROJECT:
Scientist Tracking Network


EVALUATOR:
________________   DATE:  ___________

	CRITERIA
	WEIGHT
	UNSATISFACTORY

(Below Performance Standards)
	PROFICIENT

(Minimal Criteria)
	ADVANCED

(Demonstrates Exceptional Performance)

	Content Literacy

Explanation
	40%
	·  The poster lacks a map or labels.

· The location chosen is incorrect.

· The explanation does not correspond to the location.  
	· The poster contains a labeled map of the city, country and continent.

· The correct latitude and longitude are displayed clearly.

· The choice of season is supported by the data.

· The explanation of the suspect’s location is clear and concise.  
	In addition to meeting the PROFICIENT criteria …

·  Student is able to explain the chosen location with support of data.  
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	Written Communication

Visual
	20%
	· Standard rules of grammar and composition are not observed in written product.  

· Written material is messy or confusing.  
· Job descriptions are missing. 
	· All written materials conform to standard rules of grammar and composition.

· Poster is neatly presented and attractive. 
· Job title and qualifications of the researchers add interest to the poster.  

	In addition to meeting the PROFICIENT criteria …

· Creativity adds to visual interest of poster and job description.
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	Oral Communication

Presentation
	40%
	· The speaker is unable to discuss the results.

· The speaker answers questions incorrectly.

· The speaker does not make eye contact.

· The speaker’s voice does not carry through the classroom.
	· The speaker discusses at least one part of the investigation.

· The speaker attempts to answer all questions.

· The speaker addresses the audience in a clear voice and makes frequent eye contact.

· The speaker practices saying difficult words before the presentation.  
	In addition to meeting the PROFICIENT criteria …

· The speaker’s manner is confident.

· The speaker is gracious to other team and class members.
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