“Pathways to Sustainability”
Fall 2010
Unit #2: Electricity Group Project
Sult & Fackler-Adams

Group Project & Report

With your Unit II group you will develop a plan for achieving sustainable energy independence in Washington State within 10 years (i.e. by 2021). Your plan should include an assessment of current practices in the state (e.g. How much electricity do we use?  Where does it come from? etc.).  The focus should be on what could be realistically done with a ten-year period to achieve sustainable, independent electricity use in WA state.  This project constitutes 12% of your grade in the class and will involve three steps:

	Deliverable 1: Annotated Bibliography [20% of project grade]
Your group will research strategies and build an annotated bibliography using the MLA format, of relevant sources of the information for your plan.  

Assessment criteria: Use of correct format, breadth of research, relevance of research

Format:  In any research project, one of the first steps is to research available resources and determine the number and kinds of sources that are accessible, credible, and useful for your topic. The sources should meet the standard criteria of being respectable, reliable, rigorous, recent, and relevant. The bibliography will be evaluated for completeness, the credibility and usefulness of the sources, accuracy (bibliographic format and prose control), and quality of the annotations. The annotations should be clear and concise (neither too short nor too long).


Each annotation for the bibliography should be a brief (~35 to 55 word) paragraph that summarizes the salient information for the source (the focus, the major claims of the article or book's argument, the grounds for the claim, and the value and limits as a resource for the research at hand). Annotations must be clear, concise, and polished to be useful.  Be sure to have a minimum of 10 sources.

In the example below, I have converted an MLA formatted citation into author/date style. Check on the web for other examples of MLA format.

Austin A. (1992). “Educational choice: Its appeal may be illusory.” Sociology of Education 65, 250-260.


Austin argues that under a voucher system the best schools would only become more selective and that ineffective schools would remain unchanged, educating those who cannot meet entrance requirements of the best schools. Since the highest achieving students are usually from middle to upper class families with college education parents, a voucher system would increase socioeconomic stratification. 

Annotated Bibliography Evaluation Criteria (5 points each)

· includes the required preliminary number of resources (10). 
_____

· follows a uniform annotated bib format (as per example). 
_____

· uses documentation style accurately. 
_____

· provides annotations that are clear, concise, polished, appropriate in length, and summative rather than evaluative. 
_____

· provides sufficient breadth of research 
_____

Total:
_____ /25

Due Monday, Oct. 25th.




	Deliverable 2: Rough Draft of Proposal [25% of project grade]
You will distill your findings into a rough draft of your proposal. 

Assessment criteria: Breadth of information, relevance of information, practicality of strategies and resources.

Format: Extended outline format.  See below.  

Names: Johanna Doe, Juan Gama, Joe the Plumber

Title: [e.g. How we can achieve sustainable electricity use within WA by 2021.]

Executive Summary:

[a simple, non-technical overview of your proposal that even a stock-option addled executive could understand…]

Statement of the Problem:

[What problem are your attempting to fix with your plan? How much electricity do we use?  Where does it come from? etc. In what ways is our electricity supply vulnerable? In what way is the use of electricity causing problems for society?]
General Approach:

[What assumptions is your plan based on?  For example, what assumptions does your plan make about the price of electricity, or $/kWh cost of installed wind, photovoltaic, etc. generating capacity?]

Description of Specific Components of the Plan: How will your plan promote adoption of solutions you are proposing?

A: [Approach #1, e.g. wind]


1. technology(ies) used


2. political considerations


3. economic considerations


4. other considerations?

B: [Approach #2, e.g. conservation] 


1. technology(ies) used


2. political considerations


3. economic considerations


4. other considerations?

etc.

Analysis:

[What potential problems in realizing your plan do you anticipate? For example what would a significant reduction in the price of oil have on your plan?  What are the benefits you anticipate from adoption of your plan?  For example, what effect would your plan have on aluminum and aircraft production in the state?]

Summary of implementation goals and time-line:
Resources Cited:
[in MLA format]  

Due Friday, Oct. 29th. We will have a peer review session of your proposals in class on this date.  Please be sure to bring four [4] copies of your proposal outline to class.




	Deliverable #3: Group Project II Portfolio to include: (in a folder in this order)

Final Draft of proposal [50% of project grade] (as per outline above)
Deliverable #2: Extended Outline (First Draft)

Instructor Feedback Form on the extended outline

Deliverable #1: Annotated Bibliography
Assessment criteria: Breadth of information, relevance of information, practicality of plan and plan components, professionalism of the product, comprehensiveness of the plan, response to instructor and peer suggestions about the rough draft, comprehensive citation (in the plan) of the sources of your information, a separate list of works cited.

Format: Your final draft should be printed, 1.5 spaced, with a minimum of 1” margins.

Due Friday, Nov 5th at the start of class.



	Deliverable #4: Group Self-Assessment Form [5% of project grade]
Assessment criteria: Honest, forthright completion of the Group Self-Assessment Form which is available in the “Unit II” folder on Blackboard.

Due Monday, Nov 8th.




Unit II Project FINAL DRAFT scoring sheet:

	Criterion
	Comments
	Points

	Breadth of information


	
	/13

	Relevance of information


	
	/13

	Practicality of strategies


	
	/13

	Validity of resources


	
	/11

	Total


	
	/50


General Comments:
Group grade and group self-assessment:

Each member of a group will receive the same grade unless your group self-assessment (5% of your Unit II group project grade) shows that workload / tasks were not evenly shared in the group.  Under such circumstances, those who did more work will receive a higher grade and those who did less will receive a lower grade.  See the Group Self-assessment handout for details.

Good luck and have fun with this!  Larry & Ben
