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	Introduction
	Describes in detail what your study was about, Very creative, professional and entertaining
	Describes what the study was about.  A bit dry, but still informative
	Confused about what the study was about.  Boring or unprofessional

	No idea what this project is about.  Students show little comprehension of topic, Viewers are lost/confused

	Survey Design
	Created a professional survey with all required parameters for all the questions.  Surveyed 60 students, allowing for at least 50 usable data sets
At least two open questions that yield quantitative data.

At least one closed question that yields categorical data.

At least one question that will yield comparison. 
	Created a professional survey with all required parameters for all the questions, but there were some issues with their questions that made their questions ambiguous.  Surveyed 60 students, allowing for at least 50 usable data sets.

	Created a fairly professional survey with most of the required parameters for all the questions, but the questions were not very good, and the data was questionable due to the poor survey.  Surveyed 

40-59 students, possibly allowing for less than that for usable data.

	Created an unprofessional survey with only some of the parameters for the questions.  Surveyed less than 40 students, possibly allowing for even less than that for usable data.


	Observational 

Study

Concepts
	Applied all the concepts to your observational study and answered all question (a-g) for your study from the applying the concepts WKST.  Total understanding of each topic was applied throughout.
	Applied most the concepts to your observational study and answered all question (a-g) for your study from the applying the concepts WKST.  Each topic was applied throughout with minor errors
	Applied some the concepts to your observational study and answered some question (a-g) for your study from the applying the concepts WKST.  Topic was applied sporadically with some errors
	Applied few concepts to your observational study and answered very little questions 

(a-g) for your study from the applying the concepts WKST.  Application of topic did not connect with project

	News Report
	Logical progression, Interesting, Exciting,

Engaging, the Highest Quality

Keeps students attention.  

(We really want to watch this!)
	Logical progression, 

Interesting, Minor quality Issues 

Informative enough to keep my attention most of the time 

(We might have glanced at our watch or phone)
	Progression issues, unclear representation of data, Poor quality

Wish this was better, and more informative 
(We are paying attention only because our grade depends on it)
	Major quality issues, no logical progression, missing slides or data

Students not engage 

(We have stopped paying attention and started texting, even though we don’t even have our phones and this will lower our grade.)

	Descriptive Statistics
	Gave ALL the descriptive statistics for ALL questions that yielded quantitative data sets:

Average, standard deviation, five-number summary, and range
	Gave MOST of the descriptive statistics for questions that yielded quantitative data sets
	Gave about HALF of the required descriptive statistics for the questions that yielded quantitative data
	Gave very little descriptive statistics for the questions that yielded quantitative data

	Pie Chart 
	Fully labeled graph with AT LEAST one or more statistical statement that interprets the meaning of the graph, thoroughly explained the data in this graph, Accurate data, and thorough explanation of  applicable calculations
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, pretty good explanation of the data in this graph.


	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, but the information sequenced is an illogical manner, data calculation issues, and unclear explanation.


	Graphs without explanations or labels, answered no questions,

Very little information, Major data calculations, poor explanations, Major calculation mistakes



	Bar Graph
	Fully labeled graph with AT LEAST one or more statistical statement that interprets the meaning of the graph, thoroughly explained the data in this graph, Accurate data, and thorough explanation of  applicable calculations
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, pretty good explanation of the data in this graph.


	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, but the information sequenced is an illogical manner, data calculation issues, and unclear explanation.


	Graphs without explanations or labels, answered no questions,

Very little information, Major data calculations, poor explanations, Major calculation mistakes



	Histogram
	Fully labeled graph with AT LEAST one or more statistical statement that interprets the meaning of the graph, thoroughly explained the data in this graph, Accurate data, and thorough explanation of  applicable calculations
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, pretty good explanation of the data in this graph.


	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, but the information sequenced is an illogical manner, data calculation issues, and unclear explanation.


	Graphs without explanations or labels, answered no questions,

Very little information, Major data calculations, poor explanations, Major calculation mistakes



	Boxplot (Comparative)
	Fully labeled graph with AT LEAST one or more statistical statement that interprets the meaning of the graph, thoroughly explained the data in this graph, Accurate data, and thorough explanation of  applicable calculations

Compares one boxplot effectively with another one with no question left unanswered
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, pretty good explanation of the data in this graph.

Does an ok job at comparing the two boxplots
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, but the information sequenced is an illogical manner, data calculation issues, and unclear explanation.

Comparison between boxplots does not make any sense
	Graphs without explanations or labels, answered no questions,

Very little information, Major data calculations, poor explanations, Major calculation mistakes

Only has one boxplot (no comparison)

	Scatterplot
	Fully labeled graph with AT LEAST one or more statistical statement that interprets the meaning of the graph, thoroughly explained the data in this graph, Accurate data, and thorough explanation of  applicable calculations

Describes the correlation that best matches their data, gives the regression equation, r squared value, and completely explains why it would be the best fit.
Interpolates (both types) and extrapolates the data using their model, and completely explains the predictions and comparisons accurately
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, pretty good explanation of the data in this graph.

Describes the correlation that best matches their data, gives the regression equation, r squared value, but doesn’t completely understand and/or can’t explain why this would be the best fit.

Interpolates (only one type) and extrapolates the data using their model, and/or explanations are weak 
	Fully labeled graph with one statistical statement interpreting the meaning of the graph, but the information sequenced is an illogical manner, data calculation issues, and unclear explanation.

Describes the correlation that best matches their data, but forgets to gives the regression equation, r squared value, and/or doesn’t fully explain why this would be the best fit.

Interpolates or extrapolates the data using their model, but doesn’t do both, and explanation of prediction or comparison is incorrect
	Graphs without explanations or labels, answered no questions,

Very little information, Major data calculations, poor explanations, Major calculation mistakes

Describes the correlation that best matches their data, but forgets to gives the regression equation, and doesn’t explain why this would be the best fit.

Interpolates or extrapolates the data using their model, but doesn’t do both, and explanation is not given

	Questions and Answers session
Answers given during this session could alter the grade in any applicable section being discussed
	All members were prepared and able to answer any/all questions clearly, concisely, and completely by their peers/teacher
(WOW/AHA moments!)
	Any member can answer questions by their peers/teachers

(Okay – I get)
	Some members can answer a question by

their peers/teachers

(Tutorials needed)
	Only ONE member can answer a question by

their peers/teachers

(Augh?)

	Credits
	Each student clearly states their contributions to the project. All group members included
	Students state their contribution to the project, but it is not clearly defined 
	Students state their contributions to the project, but not all group members are included, Missing group members
	Students do not state their contributions to the project 



	Professional attire
	All group members are dressed professionally
	Some group members are dressed professionally
	Few group members are dressed professionally
	No group members are dressed professionally


Here are a list of possible questions that could be asked during the questioning session
· Did your data confirm your original thoughts about your research question? 
· What was the biggest surprise? 
· What was the most useful information your data captured?
· What addition questions arise from your research? 
· How could you use your data persuasively? 
· Did you modify the sampling method you used?  Why? How would you categorized your new sampling method?
· Explain how statistical bias could have applied to your project.
· Clarify the explanatory or response variable for specific information/data.
· What is the nature and scope of the conclusion your study can reach?
Total Points:

Comments:

