	Challenge Rubric- Team Project (500 points) 
Point allocation as follows: Poster or Infographic = 350 points; oral presentation = 150 points

	POSTER OR INFOGRAPHIC (350 POINTS)

	Total Points 350
	Excellent
Grade = A
	Very Good Grade = B
	Good/Fair
Grade = C
	Poor
Grade = D

	Product originality

	
Excellent. Creative and Innovative. The product is exemplary in its solutions to the challenge. 
	Very special. Goes beyond common solutions.
	O.K. I get it. Satisfactory, but not special in the solutions to the challenge that are presented.
	Been there, done that. Needs Improvement.

	Points 50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	Presentation/ Craftsmanship

	Excellent. The finished product is presented in a professional manner and the craftsman-ship is of high quality
	Very good presentation and craftsmanship. Although quality is good, there are one or two errors (e.g., grammar or typos)
	Satisfactory. There are three or more errors (e.g., grammar or typos, or incorrect labels).
	The finished product is presented in an unprofessional manner or is unfinished. Major improvements are needed.

	Points 50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	Organization
	The product is organized so that it easy to follow the storyline.

	The product is organized. Minor adjustments would improve the flow of the product’s storyline. 
	Organized needs to be improved to make it easier to follow the storyline. 
	The product is poorly organized or unstructured, making it difficult to determine the storyline or logic behind the product. 

	Points 50
	25
	15
	10
	5

	Validity / Content

	The product pays attention to the region’s geologic setting, features and history to provide context relevant to the challenge. 

The product poses clear scientific questions and presents results that are supported by data and analysis
	The product pays attention to the region’s geologic setting, features and history. However, connection between the data and results to the questions posed and motivations for the challenge should be strengthened.
	The attention paid to the region’s geologic setting, features and history is satisfactory. The product falls short in linkages between scientific questions data, analysis and conclusions.
 
	The attention paid to the region’s geologic setting, features and history to provide context relevant to the challenge is weak. The product fails to make the linkages between scientific questions data, analysis and conclusions. 

	Points 100
	100
	75
	50
	25

	Relevance for Audience (TXDOT or TPWD) 

	The work communicates proposed solution in a manner and at a level that the department mentioned in challenge can appreciate. 
	The work is appropriate for the audience, but contains some confusing elements.
	The target audience is not clear. Elements that may confuse the audience are present.
	The work is not appropriate for the audience.

	Points 50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	References
AGU 

	All references/ sources are listed and properly cited (minimum of 5 resources)
	All references/ sources are listed, but not properly cited.
	References/ sources are missing or there are problems with citations.
	No references/ sources are listed.

	Points 50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	
SUBTOTAL              /350

___________________________________________________________________________________________
CLASS PRESENTATION: 12-MINUTE TALK 
(150 POINTS)

	Points 150
	
	
	
	

	PPT, Prezi or video presentation (design and layout)
	Excellent.
Organized, clearly presented, visually engaging.
	Very good. One or two elements of the presentation could be improved.
	Satisfactory
	Lots of improvement needed on organization and visuals.

	Points 50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	Oral presentation
	Excellent, organized, clearly presented, engaging.
	Very good
	Satisfactory. Practice needed.
	Hard to follow. Needs Improvement.

	Points  50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	Validity / Content
	Presentation highlights the region’s geologic setting, features and history to provide context relevant to the challenge. The product poses clear scientific questions and presents results that are supported by data and analysis
	Presentation highlights region’s geologic setting, features and history. However, the connection between the data and results to the questions posed and/or motivations for the challenge should be strengthened. 
	Attention paid to the region’s geologic setting, features and history is satisfactory. The presnetation falls short in linkages between scientific questions data, analysis and conclusions.

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Attention paid to the region’s geologic setting, features and history to provide context relevant to the challenge is weak. The presntation fails to make the linkages between scientific questions data, analysis and conclusions.


	Points  50
	50
	40
	30
	20

	
SUBTOTAL SCORE      /150



TOTAL SCORE OUT OF           /500
Letter Grade = 

Reference Styles
Citing Sources and Using Style Guides: GSA (Geosciences). Available at https://libguides.geneseo.edu/citation/GSAcitation
AGU. Available at https://publications.agu.org/brief-guide-agu-style-grammar/
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