Modified from the Inquiry and Analyses VALUE Rubric value@aacu.org
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	Introduction:

Existing Knowledge, Research, and/or Views, Hypotheses introduced
15%
	Synthesizes information on: 1) redlining and neighborhood divestment, 2) soil lead impacts on health & concentrations of health concern, 3) soil organic carbon background & impacts of urbanization 4) project goals (e.g. improve community health outcomes in redlined neighborhoods by reducing lead exposure & improving spaces with vegetation, empowering community in this neighborhood & decision makers with health information or information that informs land use & community development 
	Presents information from relevant sources representing various points of view/approaches. Background is incomplete (missing a required category),
	Presents information from relevant sources representing limited points of view/approaches. Missing several background categories.
	Presents information from irrelevant sources representing limited points of view/approaches.  Missing information.

	Methods

15%
	All elements of the field collection, soil lead analyses including accuracy (error bars). Methods are skillfully explained. This will include a discussion of why samples were collected in the manner (e.g. grid/transect/specific site characteristics) they were collected in, & how samples were processed and analyzed.  All of these techniques should be based on the literature. 

	Critical elements of the methodology or analytical framework are appropriately developed, however, more subtle elements that explain why comparisons were made, or the nature of the experiment are under or ill-explained.
	Critical elements of the methodology or analytical framework are missing, incorrectly developed, or unfocused.  
	Design demonstrates a misunderstanding of the methodology or analytical framework. 

	Analyses/Figures

30%
	Organizes and synthesizes evidence to reveal insightful patterns, presents figures with clear captions, free of grammatical errors, and have professional looking legends without extraneous information. For example, please reduce significant figures. You include all required figures (redlining map, concentration map, box plot, histogram)
	Organizes evidence to reveal important patterns, differences, or similarities related to focus. Minor caption, or legend errors or missing one required figure.
	Organizes evidence, but the organization is not effective in revealing important patterns, differences, or similarities. Lacks captions. Or missing several required figures, or most figures lack final polishing.
	Lists evidence, but it is not organized and/or is unrelated to focus.  Largely incomplete.

	Synthesis/ Discussion
10%
	Reviews key findings in relation to EPA and literature-based soil management guidelines. Describes recommendations for future class efforts that specifically link us to our partners interests (e.g. ideas from our community partner, or ideas/priorities shared through the community partner website) 
	Soil lead concentrations are given a larger context, but not framed locally or in the context of partner interests and priorities.  Or local framing is clear, but how to manage concentrations is not clear.
	Discussion & interpretation are not linked to your findings or the community organization or residents we are engaging.
	States an ambiguous, illogical, or unsupportable conclusion from inquiry findings.  

	Layout & Grammar
20%
	Balance between figures and text, captivating and clear. Order of information is logical.  Grammar is polished
	There is visual balance but a few errors that distract from major messages. OR the order of information is clear, but grammar distracting,
	Multiple visual or organizational challenges
	Unpolished in many ways (visually, organizationally, grammatically)

	References
10%
	Incorporates ideas from at least 3 scholarly sources & 1 informal source (e.g. community partner website, social media, or local news on neighborhood interests, etc.). Ideas are paraphrased & not quoted directly.  Ideas are cited in-text using a standardized format AND appear in a bibliography.
	Missing a credible reference, ideas quoted instead of paraphrased, or bibliography & in-text citations are completed using varied instead of standardized formatting.


TEAM WORK:  You make work in teams of up to 3 on this, but will need to complete a peer review that describes your contributions & the contributions of each team member.  Full credit will be given to all who contribute what they agree to contribute in a timely, agreed upon fashion.  You may lose up to 40% of the credit for this for poor team behavior & will get no credit for non-contribution.

Deadlines:  Draft for Peer Review (11/24/20, 11:55 PM), Peer Review of 2 Other Projects (12/1/20, 9:40 a.m.), Final Project Deadline (12/7/20, 11:55 p.m).  
