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Scoring Guide for Assessment Course “Big Idea” Major Project

Rule of thumb for 4/satisfactory: The “Big Idea” is a useful learning topic. The assessment plan show systematic learning from the assessment course (meetings, assignments, individual research). The assessment activity has a clear timeline of 40 hours of labor (design / adaptation of materials, gathering of data [not to include processing of data]), and would thus justify a grant of $1000 @ $25/ hr to show “how we usually do it” in this subject area. Presentation needs only one major revision (or several minor revisions) and some small edits. If carried out, the project could contribute more than trivially to a serious professional discussion of the issue the project addresses, and thus could be presented at, for example, a state-level conference or a meeting of a departmental assessment committee (where it would elicit an earnest critique but not a severe objection to its merits).

Check for sufficiency: Narrative & reflection will almost certainly have to be at least 5 pages; they may appear separately or be interwoven; also likely to be necessary: a timeline (hours of labor, span of time over which to conduct); sample of assessment tool (including something like a scoring guide); several references to secondary literature.
	
	Global
	Factor 1 (10): The “Big Idea” Itself
	Factor 2 (30%): Narrative
	Factor 3 (20%): Scholarly Apparatus (from the course / from sec lit)
	Factor 4 (30%): Reflection
	Factor 5 (10%): Expository Language

	6
	The project takes on a very important issue at a programmatic level. Execution (method, presentation) are such that it could be proposed enthusiastically for financial support. Someone else could take it over and conduct it right away with no further assistance or adjustment
	very important issue, and at a programmatic level; possibly also a surprising issue
	Detailed, succinct presentation of all major pieces (Big Picture, thesis, method, plan of action, tool[s], needs, timeline, time/ expense budget, outcomes, implications)
	Sources show, even to the non-specialist reader, the value of the Big Idea and also the challenges it poses (both the triumphs to be won and the obstacles to be overcome - more than just those of cost or labor).
	Clear indication of having more Big Ideas, and of being able to help others have Big Ideas (and then to support them in the rough moments).
	Can go to source of support with just a few minutes of small-scale wordsmithing and thought-sharpening.

	4
	see “Rule of Thumb”; mentor could add what is needed to turn it into a “winner”
	significant, but obvious
	Most of the major pieces are there, but some are thin (=reader has to interpolate thinking or necessary details)
	Either the sources are sufficient but their significance is not made clear, or else the sources are not sufficient to legitimize the project.
	Learned something significant during the project. Learned something significant from the project.
	Writer and editor need a hour together to have project ready for public viewing as respectable work.

	2
	The idea is trivial, the plan is simplistic, the thought is superficial.
	both obvious and limited in scope
	Some major pieces are there, and some of those are thin.
	“Outsider” reader cannot judge the project; “Insider” reader could easily supply missing sources from common professonal knowledge.
	Reflection is limited to superficial comments about practical problems encountered along the way.
	To reach 4, writer needs several hours of serious rewriting, and editor will then need an hour of editing and explaining.


