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	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Excellent
	Score
	Comments

	Understanding of Concepts

(8 pts.)
	2
	4
	6
	8
	
	

	
	Poorly prepared; several inaccuracies; significance is not understood
	Several inaccuracies or contradictions; All aspects of significance are not recognized
	One or two minor misunderstandings or sections that are unclear; All aspects of significance are not recognized 
	Soil Respiration and design concepts are well understood; Significance is recognized 
	
	

	Hypotheses 

(6 pts.)
	2
	4
	5
	6
	
	

	
	Hypotheses do not match the overall question and are stated incorrectly
	Hypotheses match the overall question but are incorrect or contradictory
	Hypotheses match the overall question; A hypothesis is phrased incorrectly
	Hypotheses match the overall question; Hypotheses are stated correctly
	
	

	Design 

(4 pts.)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	
	

	
	Major flaw in the design – results will not be meaningful;
	The experiment does not address the overall question or the hypotheses; two or more parts unclear
	One or two minor flaws in the design; one or two pieces of information missing; part of methods unclear
	The experiment matches the question and hypotheses; the methods will lead to meaningful results; no missing information
	
	

	Creativity 

(2 pts.)
	
	0
	1
	2
	
	

	
	
	The study is one that has been done before; no new information will be obtained
	The overall question or methods are not new; the results will yield new information
	The overall question or methods are novel; the results will yield new information
	
	

	
	
	
	
	Total Score:
	
	


If component is completely missing, then 0 pts. are assigned.












