Senior Mastery Project Written Component Evaluation

	Expectation
	Scoring Criteria
	Score

	Knowledgeable 

Person
	Superior (6): Analyzes and synthesizes information to support thesis

Commendable (4):  Applies and evaluates information to support thesis

Acceptable (2):  Acquires and integrates information to support thesis

Deficient (0):  Content is inaccurate or is clearly insufficient to support thesis
	

	Skilled 

Thinker
	Superior (6):   Thinks critically and reflectively when supporting thesis and connecting thesis to course's essential question(s)

Commendable (4):  Makes some insightful connections between content, thesis,  and course's essential question(s)

Acceptable (2):  Connects thesis to course's essential question(s)

Deficient (0):  No connection to course's essential question
	

	Scholar
	Superior (6): Uses many and varied authoritative sources and cites them in MLA format.

Commendable (4): Uses a variety of appropriate and credible sources in the MLA format.

Acceptable (2): Uses and cites 8 appropriate (2 must be books or ebooks) and credible sources (or 5 sources for non-traditional projects—again, 2 must be books or ebooks) in the MLA format.

Deficient (0): Insufficient number and quality of sources
	

	Effective
	Structure

Superior (3) : Clear organization and progression of ideas

Commendable (2):  Organized and ordered ideas

Acceptable (1):  Clearly stated thesis and generally logical progression of ideas

Deficient (0):  Inadequate thesis statement and progression of ideas
	

	Communicator
	Mechanics

Superior (3):  Shows expertise in using language and topic-relevant terminology

Commendable (2): Writing is clear and free of grammatical errors

Acceptable (1): Conveys ideas, but may contain errors

Deficient (0): Mechanical errors detract significantly from clarity of paper
	

	Total Score*
	


*TRADITIONAL --Deduct 2.5 points for every page missing from the 10 page minimum

*NONTRADITIONAL –Deduct 1.5 points for every page missing from the 6-8 page minimum.

Grading calculation:

24 = A+ (99-100)


12 = C  (75-76)

23 = A+ (97-98)


11 = C  (73-74)

22 = A   (95-96)


10 = C- (71-72)

21 = A  (93-94)


 9  = D to C- (69-70)

20 = A- to B+ (91-92)


 8  = D  (67-68)  

19 = B+    (89-90)


 7  = D  (65-66)

18 = B+ (87-88)


 6  = F   (63-64)

17 = B (85-86)



 5  = F   (61-62)

16 = B   (83-84)


 4  = F   (59-60)


15 = B-  (81-82)


 3  = F   (57-58)

14 = C+ to B-  (79-80)

 2  = F   (55-56)

13 = C+   (77-78)


 1  = F   (53-54)






 0 =  F   (0)

	PaperGrade


	


Student Name _____________________________________________

Mentor Name______________________________________________
For Nontraditional Projects

The product (e.g. short stories, musical composition, etc.) should be graded…

	
	Scoring Criteria
	Score

	Product
	Superior (3):  Demonstrates mastery of skill 

Commendable (2):  Demonstrates successful completion of product

Acceptable (1):  Reflects a semester's worth of work

Deficient (0):  Does not reflect a semester's worth of work
	

	Product

Grade


	


3 = 90-100

2 = 80-89

1 = 70-79

0 = 0-69

…and the paper grade and product

grade averaged to obtain the overall grade of the project:  ______________________

Student Name _________________________________________________________

Mentor Name __________________________________________________________

Senior Mastery Project Presentation Evaluation

Name of student ________________________________________________________________

	Expectation
	Scoring Criteria
	Score

	Knowledgeable 

Person
	Superior (4): Demonstrates mastery of content; information is current, authoritative, and detailed

Commendable (3): Effectively and accurately addresses in some depth many important aspects of topic

Acceptable (2):  Supplies content that is relevant, accurate and demonstrates sufficient understanding of topic

Deficient (1):  Supplies content that is relevant but often superficial

(0): Supplies little or no specific information that is relevant to project
	

	Skilled 

Thinker
	Superior (4):   Thinks critically and reflectively when supporting thesis and connecting thesis to course's essential question(s)

Commendable (3):  Makes some insightful connections between content, thesis,  and course's essential question(s)

Acceptable (2):  Connects content to thesis or to course's essential question(s)

Deficient (1):  Makes little attempt to connect content to thesis or to course's essential question(s)

(0): Makes no attempt to connect content to thesis or to course's essential question(s)
	

	Effective Communicator


	Structure

Superior (4): Enhances presentation significantly using a wide variety of presentation strategies 

Commendable (3): Incorporates effectively, in addition to the static exhibit, a variety of presentation aids (e.g. audience participation, multimedia, films)

Acceptable (2): Integrates effectively the static exhibit into presentation

Deficient (1): Varies presentation technique but fails to incorporate static exhibit

(0): Makes no attempt to incorporate static exhibit or other aids into presentation
	

	Effective Communicator
	Delivery

Superior (4): Demonstrates mastery of all aspects of oral presentation skills 

Commendable (3): Shows clear attempts to engage audience frequently through voice, frequent eye contact etc.; generally smooth transitions between one idea and another

Acceptable (2): Makes an effort to engage audience through voice, eye contact; effectively conveys content and ideas

Deficient (1): Weaknesses in delivery detract significantly from effectiveness of presentation (e.g. excessive reliance on the reading of notes/powerpoint, inaudibileness, monotone, etc.)

(0):  Presentation is non-existent or incoherent
	

	Self-directed Learner
	Organization and Preparation

Superior (4): Provides a well-planned and rehearsed presentation; organization and preparation significantly enhances the conveying of ideas and information

Commendable (3): Provides a logical and effective presentation of ideas and information; presentation forms a cohesive whole

Acceptable (2): Provides a generally logical and effective presentation of ideas and information

Deficient (1):  Demonstrates some attempt at planning and organization, but weaknesses detract significantly from quality of presentation

(0): Provides little evidence that the presentation was prepared in advance or rehearsed
	

	Total Score


	


	Score
	Grade
	
	Score
	Grade
	
	Score
	Grade

	20
	98-100
	
	13
	77-79
	
	6
	40-47

	19
	95-97
	
	12
	74-76
	
	5
	32-39

	18
	92-94
	
	11
	71-73
	
	4
	24-31

	17
	89-91
	
	10
	70
	
	3
	16-23

	16
	86-88
	
	9
	65-70
	
	2
	8-15

	15
	83-85
	
	8
	56-64
	
	1
	1-7

	14
	80-82
	
	7
	48-55
	
	0
	0


	Grade


	


Name of Evaluator:  __________________________________________________
Comments:
2
1

