
Evaluation: Creek Smart® Neighborhood Design- Rubric

After designing a new Creek Smart® neighborhood with your team that meets the criteria of the developer, work together to prepare a presentation for the review committee. Your presentation should feature visual aids, including a map of your neighborhood design. It should also explain the reasoning behind your design choices.
Each student in your team is responsible for contributing his/her fair share in preparing and giving the presentation. The rubric below will be used to grade your design, map and presentation. 

In addition to presenting your own team’s design, each student will be expected to take on the role of a member of the selection committee, reviewing and commenting on the presentations of all other teams and completing the rubric to evaluate all other teams. 
	
	Absent
	Needs improvement
	Adequate
	Outstanding

	Design meets requirements
	Our design met none of the constraints and requirements listed on the student instructions.
	Our design met some of the constraints and requirements listed on the student instructions.
	Our design met all but one of the constraints and requirements listed on the student instructions.
	Our design met all of the constraints and requirements listed on the student instructions.

	Design minimizes human impacts on stream health
	Our design included no strategies for protecting stream health.
	Our design included some strategies for protecting stream health, but they were unlikely to be effective.
	Our design included effective strategies for protecting steam health.
	Our design included highly effective, evidence-based strategies for protecting stream health.

	Evidence provided on how design minimizes human impacts on stream health
	We provided no evidence on how our design protects stream health.
	We provided evidence on how one strategy in our design protects stream health.
	We provided evidence on how multiple strategies in our design protect stream health but did not refer to any specific data or graphs.
	We provided strong evidence on how multiple strategies in our design protect stream health, referring to specific data and graphs.

	Plan for assessing impact of neighborhood on stream health
	We provided no plan for assessing the impact of the neighborhood on stream health.
	Our plan for assessing the impact of the neighborhood on stream health was ineffective.
	Our plan for assessing the impact of the neighborhood on stream health was reasonably effective. 
	Our plan for assessing the impact of the neighborhood in stream health was highly effective.

	Design includes other environmentally friendly features
	Our design included no other environmentally friendly features.
	Our design included some other environmentally friendly features, but they were unlikely to be effective.
	Our design included some other reasonably effective environmentally friendly features.
	Our design included some other highly effective environmentally friendly features.

	
	Absent
	Needs improvement
	Adequate
	Outstanding

	Design appeals to potential homeowners


	Our design included no features likely to appeal to potential homeowners.
	Our design included one feature likely to appeal to potential homeowners.
	Our design included several features likely to appeal to potential homeowners.
	Our design included several features that would be highly attractive to potential homeowners.

	Map of proposed neighborhood
	Our presentation did not include a map of the proposed neighborhood.
	Our presentation included a map, but it was missing several key features and was not to scale.
	Our presentation included a map, but it was missing one key feature or was not to scale.
	Our design included a to-scale map effectively highlighting all key features.

	Visual aids


	We did not provide any visual aids.
	We provided some visual aids, but they were not helpful. 
	We provided somewhat helpful visual aids.
	We provided helpful visual aids that highlighted features directly relevant to our design.

	Oral presentation 
	We did not present our design.
	We presented ideas ineffectively. Our presentation was confusing and hard to follow. Or some member(s) of our team did not participate in giving the presentation.
	We presented our ideas but could have been more engaging or explained things better. Each person in our team took part in giving the presentation.
	We presented ideas in our own words in an engaging manner. Each person in our team took an equal part in giving the presentation.

	Peer review
	We did not provide any comments/ evaluations for other teams’ designs.
	We provided limited and superficial comments/ evaluations for other teams’ designs.
	Our comments/ evaluations for other teams’ designs were somewhat thoughtful.
	We provided thoughtful comments/ evaluations, effectively modeling the peer review process.
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The term Creek Smart® is used with permission of the Ellerbe Creek Watershed Association.
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