Grading rubric for writing to Scientist-in-Charge at Cascades Volcano Observatory 
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	Introduction & Hypothesis
	An overview of events for the fall of 2004 and a clear and accurate hypothesis is presented
	An overview of events for fall of 2004 with a relatively accurate hypothesis is presented 
	An overview of events for fall 2004 with a hypothesis is presented
	An overview and/or a hypothesis is presented, but not both
	There is no introduction nor a hypothesis presented

	Summary of data
	All data types are presented clearly and concisely, no major omissions in the descriptions of what the data indicate and upon what the data are based
	All data types are discussed, no major omissions in descriptions of what the data indicate, may not always indicate upon what the data are based
	One or two data types are not discussed, descriptions of what the data indicate are lacking, minimal indication of upon what the data are based
	Several data types are not discussed and descriptions of what the data indicate are often incorrect
	Most data types are not discussed, and the descriptions for those that are mentioned are incorrect 

	Interpretation
	Interpretation is reasonable based on each data type presented and supports the hypothesis
	Interpretation is reasonable based on most of the data types presented and supports the hypothesis
	Interpretation is reasonable based on most of the data but may not fully support the hypothesis
	Interpretation does not match with the data results or does not support the hypothesis
	Interpretation does not match with the data results and does not support the hypothesis

	Figures
	All data types are represented, figures are well-labeled, captions are clear
	All data types are represented, figure labeling and/or captions present some ambiguity
	One or two data types are not shown with no reason given for the omission and/or figure labels/captions are incorrect or missing
	Several data types are not shown in figures and/or figure labels/captions are incorrect or missing
	Figures are missing or of exceedingly poor quality with no labels/captions.

	Writing style
	No grammatical or spelling errors, good paragraph transitions, concise language, appropriate for audience
	Few grammatical or spelling errors, good paragraph transitions, appropriate language and audience
	Some grammatical or spelling errors, poor paragraph transitions, often wordy or repetitive, audience may be considered
	Many grammatical or spelling errors, bad paragraph transitions, many areas that do not make sense, audience not considered
	Writing is so poor that the message cannot be understood


Total possible points: 20
