Evaluation rubric for science communication graphic novel
· Students will create a visual representation of a timeline of geologic events using lithologic and landscape characteristics in the area that is now Long Valley Caldera.
· Students will communicate the results of geoscience research to a non-science audience.

Inclusion of necessary elements
	Exceeds the standard
	Meets the standard
	Does not meet the standard

	Includes all of the following:
--drawings, all labeled in some way to orient the reader 
--more than the required 6 lithologies OR 3 surface features 
	Includes all of the following:
--drawings, all labeled in some way to orient the reader
--6 lithologies
--3 surface features
	--drawings lack labels
OR
--fewer than 6 lithologies
OR
--fewer than 3 surface features


Appropriateness for intended audience/science communication
	5 (outstanding)
	4 (very good)
	3 (satisfactory)
	2 (needs improvement)
	1 (unacceptable)

	All geologic terms are explained in a way that is comprehensible to the layperson.
AND
Volume of information is appropriate for a science communication product.
AND
Creative and interesting with respect to intended audience.
	Most geologic terms are explained in a way that is comprehensible to the layperson.  
AND
Volume of information is appropriate for a science communication product.
AND
Creative and interesting with respect to intended audience.
	Most geologic terms are explained in a way that is comprehensible to the layperson.  
AND
Volume of information is appropriate for a science communication product.


	Some important geologic terms are not explained in a way that a non-scientist would understand.
AND/OR
Volume of information is questionable for a science communication product.
	Majority of geologic terms are not explained in a way that a non-scientist would understand.
AND/OR
Volume of information is inadequate for a science communication product.



Writing style and clarity
	5 (outstanding)
	4 (very good)
	3 (satisfactory)
	2 (needs improvement)
	1 (unacceptable)

	No spelling, grammar, or  punctuation errors.
AND/OR
No issues with readability and/or legibility.
	1-2 spelling, grammar, or punctuation errors.
AND/OR
No issues with readability and/or legibility.
	3-4 spelling, grammar, or punctuation errors.
AND/OR
1-2 issues of readability and/or legibility, but does not detract significantly from the product.
	5-6 spelling, grammar, or punctuation errors.
AND/OR
Several significant issues in readability and/or legibility of product.
	More than 6 spelling, grammar, or punctuation errors.
AND/OR
Major issues in readability and/or legibility of product throughout.



Scientific accuracy and thoroughness
	5 (outstanding)
	4 (very good)
	3 (satisfactory)
	2 (needs improvement)
	1 (unacceptable)

	Scientifically accurate timeline, lithologies, and landscape features.
AND
Geologic history is linked to field sites visited with scientist.


	1 scientific error with respect to timeline, lithologies, and landscape features.
AND
Geologic history is linked to field sites visited with scientist.
	2-3 scientific errors with respect to timeline, lithologies, and landscape features.
AND
Geologic history is linked to field sites visited with scientist.
	4-5 scientific errors with respect to timeline, lithologies, and landscape features.
AND/OR
Geologic history is not linked to field sites visited with scientist.
	More than 5 scientific errors with respect to timeline, lithologies, and landscape features.
AND/OR
Geologic history is not linked to field sites  visited with scientist.




