Discuss under what circumstances this technique is useful

General dissatisfaction with current assessment practices, in terms of student product, consistency of quality, mis-match of student and faculty expectations; some of the assumptions faculty come in with may be in error in terms of what we assume they know
Wider than expected student background and competencies
Rubric-based tools in field course settings

What kind of questions does this tool answer best

Traditional bedrock mapping exercises.  It is adaptable to a variety of settings, and should be flexible enough.

Does this match more environmentally-based field experiences? It can be made so, with due consideration of expected outcomes.

Reaches into deeper competencies than just content knowledge, but also skills in action, and the habits of mind that support success in the future

Can be applied at different levels in the same field setting.

Helps with developing consistent and sustained feedback.

Field learning setting is complex and dynamic; rubric is a tool that can be designed flexibility commensurate with this complexity.

What leads to a successful implementation

Validity is tied the anticipated outcomes of the field course

Validity is solid enough to hold up over time

Reliability is tied to faculty buy-in and application of a agreed set of criteria

Students are provided the criteria in advance, with detailed information on levels of attainment.

Faculty experience allows them to develop leading lines of instruction and questioning

Where the challenges lie.
Current field practices (safety in numbers, etc.) vs. the formative experiences of the faculty

Consistency of faculty application of grading criteria – ensure inter-rater reliability

Expectation that students may learn at different rates, and this may be differential by task or setting.

How to apply these same types of techniques in shorter-term experiences, class trips and field products.

