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RUBRIC USED FOR GRADING JOURNALS OUT OF 10 POINTS
	Question 1: Mathematically Coherent Description of Concepts Understood

	[1 point] Multiple concepts specified related to the unit and descriptions are mathematically correct, detailing what is more clearly understood.
	[0.5] Most concepts included clearly relate to the unit or, only occasionally some descriptions lack clarity or include minor mathematical errors.
	[0.25] Occasionally, some descriptions include consistent mathematical errors.
	[0] Most concepts not clearly related to the unit or descriptions often lack clarity or include major errors (or no appropriate response included).

	Question 2: Coherent & Clear Description of Confusion

	[1 point] At least two aspects specified that relate to the unit and descriptions of what and why there is still confusion are mathematically correct, specific, and clear.
	[0.5] Description about journal author’s confusion lacks some clarity, specificity, or includes minor mathematical errors. Or, only one area of confusion described, but meets other aspects of 1pt evaluation.
	[0.25] More consistent mathematical errors or lack of clarity. Or ideas described not explicitly related to unit content.
	[0] Multiple concepts not related to the unit. Or descriptions severely lacking specificity, clarity, or mathematical correctness (or no appropriate response included)

	Question 3: Clear Explanations of How Content Applies to Teaching

	[2 points] At least two concepts specified, related to unit, clearly explained, and descriptions of why they’re helpful are detailed.
	[1.5] Some explanations of the concepts or some descriptions of why the concepts are helpful occasionally lack clarity/detail.
	[1] All aspects of 2pt category are satisfied except only one concept related to unit is specified. Or explanations include only superficial descriptions of why they are helpful.
	[0.5] Explan-ations of concepts or descript-tions lack clarity/ detail more often.
	[0] One or more concept(s) described without explanation, explanations frequently unclear, or no appropriate response included.

	Question 4: Teaching Strategies & Why (Not) Helpful Clearly Explained

	[2 points] Multiple teaching strategies are specified, related to the unit, clearly explained, & descriptions of what was helpful and less helpful are detailed.
	[1.5] Most teaching strategies included clearly relate to the unit or, occasionally, some descriptions of why strategies were helpful or less helpful lack some clarity/detail.
	[1] Only one teaching strategy is specified, but all other aspects of the 2-point category are satisfied. Or descriptions of why strategies were helpful or less helpful more often lack clarity/detail.
	[0.5] Teaching strategies included are somewhat related to the unit or response focuses on helpful strategies without explaining a strategy that made it difficult to learn (or vice versa).
	[0] Few or no teaching strategies are specified or related to the unit or clearly explained or described as helpful and not helpful  (or no appropriate response included).

	Question 5: How Experiences during the Unit Affected Personal Ideas about Teaching Strategies

	[1.5 points] Relationship between specific experiences in the unit & the journal author’s ideas about teaching strategies clearly articulated & explained.
	[1] Most experiences stated and most teaching strategies included are clearly described, and the relationship between experiences and strategies is pretty clear.
	[0.5] Clearly described some experiences and some teaching strategies to use or avoid, but how the experiences and strategies relate lacks some clarity
	[0] Experiences stated are not clearly related to unit or strategies stated are not clearly described or related to experiences (or no appropriate response included).

	Following Directions

	[0.5 points] All directions followed, including minimum of 2 typed, double-spaced pages
	[0] Paper too short, not double-spaced, not normal sized font, or not submitted

	Mechanics

	[1 point] None or very minor, inconsistent grammatical errors & writing understandable.
	[0.5] Moderate grammatical errors that occasionally interfere with readability.
	[0.25] Consistent grammatical errors that frequently affect readability.
	[0] Grammatical errors more numerous or often interfere with readability (or paper not submitted).

	Overall Professor’s Evaluation of Journal (one point to give a general assessment of the overall journal entry)

	[1 point] Excellent
	[0.5] Good
	[0.25] Below Average
	[0] No Marks



