Downtown Partnership Project Rubric: Name:
Class:

4 3
Map: - Map:
Neat, drawn to scale, accurately Neat, drawn to scale, accurately
represents downtown area, all street, represents downtown area, most street,
parking, sidewalk and building codes are parking, sidewalk and building codes are
followed. followed.
Survey: « Survey:
Designed, carried out and explained well. Designed, carried out and explained.
Survey results impacted map choices. Survey results impacted most map
Written defense: choices.
Makes sense, includes specific details « Written defense:
relating to survey results, editorial reviews Makes sense, includes some specific
and environmental considerations. details relating to survey results, editorial
Oral Presentation: reviews and environmental considerations.
Gives a clear explanation about research e Oral Presentation:
conducted and plans for the project, Gives a clear explanation about research
presentation is understandable and-weil conducted and plan for the project,
organized, questions are answered presentation is understandable and well
accurately. organized, most questions are answered

accurately
2 L

Map:

Is drawn to scale, attempted to represent
downtown area accurately, some street,
parking, sidewalk and building codes are
followed.

Survey:

Designed, carried out and somewhat
explained. Survey results impacted some
map choices. :

Written defense:

Partially makes sense but lacks clear and
specific details relating to survey results,
editorial reviews and environmental
considerations that support choices.

Oral Presentation:

Gives a somewhat clear explanation
about research conducted and plans for
the project; presentation is somewhat
understandable but lacks organization,
most questions are answered accurately.

Map:

Is not drawn to scale, downtown area is
not represented accurately; few street,
parking, sidewalk and building codes are
followed.

Survey:

Designed and carried out but lacks
explanation. b @

Written defense: |
Specific details relating to survey results,
editorial reviews and environmental
considerations that support choices are
missing.

Oral Presentation:

Gives very little explanation about
research conducted and plans for the
project; lacks organization and clarity;
few questions are addressed or answered
accurately.




