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50x2=100 Total Points

	
	Distinguished
You did it well
45 - 50

	Proficient
You did it
40 - 44


	Basic
You sort of did it
35-39

	Unmet
You didn’t do it
34 - below

	Editing
	Your responses and comments are organized, easy to read, edited for grammar, spelling, and punctuation. When done well, this criterion is invisible; I just read and understand your message.

	For the most part, your responses and comments are organized, easy to read, edited for grammar, spelling, and punctuation. When done well, this criterion is invisible; I just read and understand your message.
	Organization is difficult to discern. A variety of errors made making the
paper difficult to read. 
	Mechanical errors get in the way of understanding. A lack of organization is noticeable.  

	Completeness
	All aspects of each part of the assignment as described in the handout and discussed in class have been addressed and answered fully.
	For the most part, all aspects of each part of the assignment as described in the handout and in class have been addressed and answered fully.
	Many concepts from the assignment handout are not fully developed.
	There are many missing concepts and little support for the concepts that were addressed.

	Analysis and Support: Interactive Notebook, Metacognitive and Reading Goals
	You support all of your ideas fully, with details & examples. You have used and integrated examples from the readings, observations, and your own experience that go beyond mere repetition of the text. There is at least one example for every point you make, and often more than one example.









You have thoroughly discussed what is going well and areas that need attention based on the checklist results.  

For the Interactive Notebook, metacognitive and reading analysis you have thoughtfully discussed what you have learned about yourself as a learner.  Noting what went well and why; what didn’t go well and why; what you will try and state why. You have also discussed why or why not you have decided to keep or change your metacognitive and reading goals and what you will do to improve your notebook.
	For the most part, you support all of your ideas fully, with details, examples. You have used and integrated examples from the readings, observations, and your own experience that go beyond mere repetition of the text. There is at least one example for every point you make, and often more than one example.








For the most part, you have discussed what is going well and areas that need attention based on the checklist results.  

For the most part, for the Interactive Notebook, metacognitive and reading analysis you have thoughtfully discussed what you have learned about yourself as a learner. Noting what went well and why; what didn’t go well and why; what you will try and state why; You have discussed why or why not you have decided to keep or change your metacognitive and reading goals and what you will do to improve your notebook.  However, your ideas are not fully fleshed out.
	Analysis may just repeat text rather than putting it into your own words. Some points have examples and some don’t. All support comes from the same one or two sources.












While you have attempted an analysis of your learning via the Interactive Notebook, several items on the checklist are missing making your analysis of what went well and areas that need attention incomplete.

The analysis for the Interactive Notebook, metacognitive and reading analysis is not fully developed.  You note ideas, but they leave the reader wondering what went well – why or why not.  Not much about your learning is discussed because there is not much in your notebook about the readings (as noted on the syllabus) or your metacognitive thinking and reading goals.
	There are very few examples given in support or no support is attempted.


















Little attempt was made to analyze your learning via the Interactive Notebook because you did little in the notebook to analyze.





The analysis for the Interactive Notebook, metacognitive and reading analysis lacks many ideas, details, examples, etc.

	Originality
	Your ideas and thinking have originality and depth and are fully explained.
	For the most part, your ideas and thinking have originality and depth and are fully explained.
	Some ideas are repetitions of text or class ideas with no original content added, but some ideas are original.
	Few ideas are original; it seems you are just listing ideas from class or text material.


	APA Formatting
	If used, citations are done correctly within the paper; bibliography is complete and correct.
	For the most part, if used, citations are done correctly within the paper; bibliography is complete and correct.
	A few small errors may be made, and a significant error is made in citing if used.
	Major errors are made within the paper and within the bibliography, or either one is missing if used.



