	Agriculture Symposium Presentation
Rubric
	Below Standard
	Approaching Standard
	At Standard

	Explanation of Ideas & Information
	•
does not present information, arguments, ideas, or findings clearly, concisely, and logically; argument lacks supporting evidence; audience cannot follow the line of reasoning

•
selects information, develops ideas and uses a style inappropriate to the purpose, task, and audience (may be too much or too little information, or the wrong approach)

•
does not address alternative or opposing perspectives

0-12 pts
	•
presents information, findings, arguments and supporting evidence in a way that is not always clear, concise, and logical; line of reasoning is sometimes hard to follow

•
attempts to select information, develop ideas and use a style appropriate to the purpose, task, and audience but does not fully succeed 

•
attempts to address alternative or opposing perspectives, but not clearly or completely

13-16pts
	•
presents information, findings, arguments and supporting evidence clearly, concisely, and logically; audience can easily follow the line of reasoning (CC 9-12.SL.4)

•
selects information, develops ideas and uses a style appropriate to the purpose, task, and audience (CC 9-12.SL.4)

•
clearly and completely addresses alternative or opposing perspectives 
(CC 11-12.SL.4)

17-20 pts

	Organization
	•
does not meet requirements for what should be included in the presentation

•
does not have an introduction and/or conclusion

•
uses time poorly; the whole presentation, or a part of it, is too short or too long

0-4 pts
	•
meets most requirements for what should be included in the presentation

•
has an introduction and conclusion, but they are not clear or interesting

•
generally times presentation well, but may spend too much or too little time on a topic, a/v aid, or idea

5-7 pts
	•
meets all requirements for what should be included in the presentation

•
has a clear and interesting introduction and conclusion

•
organizes time well; no part of the presentation is too short or too long

5-10 pts

	Eyes & Body
	•
does not look at audience; reads notes or slides

•
does not use gestures or movements

•
lacks poise and confidence (fidgets, slouches, appears nervous)

•
wears clothing inappropriate for the occasion
0-4 pts
	•
makes infrequent eye contact; reads notes or slides most of the time

•
uses a few gestures or movements but they do not look natural

•
shows some poise and confidence, (only a little fidgeting or nervous movement) 

•
makes some attempt to wear clothing appropriate for the occasion
5-7 pts
	•
keeps eye contact with audience most of the time; only glances at notes or slides 

•
uses natural gestures and movements

•
looks poised and confident

•
wears clothing appropriate for the occasion
8-10 pts


	
	Below Standard
	Approaching Standard
	At Standard

	Voice
	•
mumbles or speaks too quickly or slowly

•
speaks too softly to be understood

•
frequently uses “filler” words (“uh, um, so, and, like, etc.”)

•
does not adapt speech for the context and task 
0-4 pts
	•
speaks clearly most of the time

•
speaks loudly enough for the audience to hear most of the time, but may speak in a monotone

•
occasionally uses filler words

•
attempts to adapt speech for the context and task but is unsuccessful or inconsistent
5-7 pts
	•
speaks clearly; not too quickly or slowly

•
speaks loudly enough for everyone to hear; changes tone and pace to maintain interest

•
rarely uses filler words

•
adapts speech for the context and task, demonstrating command of formal English when appropriate (CC 9-12.SL.6)
8-10 pts

	Presentation Aids
	•
does not use audio/visual aids or media 

•
attempts to use one or a few audio/visual aids or media, but they do not add to or may distract from the presentation
0-4 pts
	•
uses audio/visual aids or media, but they may sometimes distract from or not add to the presentation 

•
sometimes has trouble bringing audio/visual aids or media smoothly into the presentation
5-7 pts
	•
uses well-produced audio/visual aids or media to enhance understanding of findings, reasoning, and evidence, and to add interest (CC 9-12.SL.5)

•
smoothly brings audio/visual aids or media into the presentation
8-10 pts

	Product
	•
product is intangible OR does not support the research that was presented

0-12 pts


	•
product is tangible but does not clearly support the research that was conducted or presented 

13-16 pts
	•
product is tangible and illustrates the research that was conducted and presented 

17-20 pts

	Response to Audience Questions
	•
does not address audience questions (goes off topic or misunderstands without seeking clarification)
0-4 pts
	•
answers audience questions, but not always clearly or completely
5-7 pts
	•
answers audience questions clearly and completely

•
seeks clarification, admits “I don’t know” or explains how the answer might be found when unable to answer a question
8-10 pts

	Audience 
	•  at least three (NON-PEER) audience members   

  attend the presentation

0-4 pts
	•
at least three (NON-PEER) audience members attend the presentation

5-7 pts
	•
a minimum of five (NON-PEER) audience members attend the presentation

8-10 pts

	Total Points                                             
	 ______________________/100
	
	


Honors project 2.00 -Presentation of Horticulture Information to a Non-Peer Group

Description

The purpose of this assignment is to develop public speaking skills while delivering horticulture information to a non-peer group.  This project is not intended to be a presentation to a horticulture class.  Through this assignment students will be responsible for selecting a topic and advertising their presentation.  The agriculture teacher may help students by identifying possible topics and opportunities for presenting.  Possible groups to contact include Master Gardener’s, local gardening clubs, 4-H groups, and FFA Alumni.

As part of this assignment students will create appropriate 21st century media and products to enhance the overall presentation.  Appropriate 21st century media aids can include, but are not limited to: PowerPoint Presentations, Piktocharts, and Prezis. Products can include posters, storyboards, tri-fold presentation boards, food, an animal, or something else that is tangible.  

SAE


It would be in the student’s best interest to combine this project with their SAE project.  Students could do Analytical or Experimental Research and then create a speech based upon their research.  In addition, the student will be able to use pictures and materials created during their SAE to satisfy components for the presentation project.  Finally, students could use hours finalized for the presentation and research project to satisfy the 30 hours needed for the SAE project.

Presentation


There will be opportunities for the students to present to a defined audience and the FFA Alumni. Each student will present on Wednesday, March 15th at 6:00pm at the FFA Alumni Agriculture Symposium.  You should wear professional attire and bring your media visuals and products to present.  You are responsible for securing three non-peers to attend your presentation.  In addition, there may be others in attendance to create an audience of at least five.  If you do not participate in this presentation (under extenuating circumstances), you will need to set up your own presentation that will take place at the school with a minimum of five teachers (an audience made up by Mrs. Riedel). 

Research Paper Rubric

	Dimension
	Professional
	Competent
	Needs Work

	Introduction
	Position and exceptions, if any, are clearly stated. Organization of the argument is completely and clearly outlined and implemented. 4-5 pts
	Position is clearly stated. Organization of argument is clear in parts or only partially described and mostly implemented. 2-3 pts
	Position is vague. Organization of argument is missing, vague, or not consistently maintained. 0-1 pts

	Research
	Research selected is highly relevant to the argument, is presented accurately and completely – the method, results, and implications are all presented accurately; Theory is relevant, accurately described and all relevant components are included; relationship between research and theory is clearly articulated and accurate. 8– 10 pts
	Research is relevant to the argument and is mostly accurate and complete – there are some unclear components or some minor errors in the method, results or implications. Theory is relevant and accurately described, some components may not be present or are unclear. Connection to theory is mostly clear and complete, or has some minor errors. 5 – 7 pts
	Research selected is not relevant to the argument or is vague and incomplete – components are missing or inaccurate or unclear. Theory is not relevant or only relevant for some aspects; theory is not clearly articulated and/or has incorrect or incomplete components. Relationship between theory and research is unclear or inaccurate, major errors in the logic are present. 0 – 4 pts

	Conclusions
	Conclusion is clearly stated and connections to the research and position are clear and relevant. The underlying logic is explicit. 4-5 pts
	Conclusion is clearly stated and connections to research and position are mostly clear, some aspects may not be connected or minor errors in logic are present. 2-3 pts
	Conclusion may not be clear and the connections to the research are incorrect or unclear or just a repetition of the findings without explanation. Underlying logic has major flaws; connection to position is not clear.0-1 pts

	Writing
	Paper is coherently organized and the logic is easy to follow. There are no spelling or grammatical errors and terminology is clearly defined. Writing is clear and concise and persuasive. There is a well written works cited page and internal citations throughout the paper. 4-5 pts
	Paper is generally well organized and most of the argument is easy to follow. There are only a few minor spelling or grammatical errors, or terms are not clearly defined. Writing is mostly clear but may lack conciseness. There is a works cited but lacks consistent internal citations. 2-3 pts
	Paper is poorly organized and difficult to read – does not flow logically from one part to another. There are several spelling and/or grammatical errors; technical terms may not be defined or are poorly defined. Writing lacks clarity and conciseness. There are no internal citations and/or a works cited page.0-1 pts

	Score  X4
	
	
	

	Total Score
	____________/100
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