	 
	0 Does Not Meet Standard
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	2 Goal
	Your Score 

	A. Timeliness and Completeness of Submission (60%)
	The instructor reserves the right to remove points for late or incomplete work. Each .1 point deducted in this criterion is the equivalent of a 3% reduction in grade.  
	 
	Work is turned in complete and on time.  
	  

	B. Construction Details (5%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal does not include technical details about the construction of the attraction.
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes technical details about the construction of the attraction. A materials list is provided and basic diagrams are included. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes detailed technical information about the construction of the attraction. A materials list is provided and excellent diagrams are included. 
	  

	C. Description of Test Procedure (5%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal does not include a description of the procedure used to test the attraction. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes a description of the procedure used to test the attraction. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes a description of the procedure used to test the attraction with details about exactly how measurements were taken. Independent and dependent variables are noted. 
	  

	D. Data Table (5%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal does not include data tables. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes basic data tables. All columns are labeled. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes excellent data tables. All columns are labeled, and the table is easy to read. 
	  

	E. Graphs (5%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal does not have graphs representing the data.  
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal has correctly labeled graphs representing the data.  
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal has excellent, clear, labeled graphs representing the data. Extra care has gone into making the graphs meaningful. 
	  

	F. Summary Report (5%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal does not have a summary statement for Regina Vermina. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal has a summary statement for Regina Vermina, including an interpretation of the findings and suggestions for the best design for your attraction. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal has an excellent, compelling summary statement for Regina Vermina, including an interpretation of the findings and suggestions for the best variables for your attraction. It would be clear to Regina Vermina that you thought carefully about not only your numerical results but the overall motion and possible longevity of your ride and made an informed decision about what's best.
	  

	G. Underlying Science Described and Explained (10%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal does not include a description of the underlying science.
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal includes a basic description of the underlying science.
	The explanation of the underlying science (energy and motion) is thoughtful and accurate with specific details from the attraction built. It is clear the writer could explain this well to the team of inspectors using accurate scientific language.
	 

	H. Creativity Technical Proficiency and Writing(5%)
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal entirely lacks creativity. The creators are just going through the motions and/or the proposal has major technical and/or grammar and mechanics problems.  


	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal is moderately creative, and the proposal is successful from a technical point of view. The writing contains few errors. 
	The Recreating Vermin Theme Park proposal is exceptionally creative and it includes engaging writing, good images and excellent data representation. The proposal is technically flawless.  
	  


