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	ASSISTIVE DEVICE - "CUP IN THE CUPBOARD"



Teacher Name: M Klingenberg 


Student Name:     ________________________________________ 



	


	CATEGORY 
	10 
	8 
	6 
	4 

	Cooperative work 
	The group worked well together with all members contributing significant amounts of quality work. 
	The group generally worked well together with all members contributing some quality work. 
	The group worked fairly well together with all members contributing some work. 
	The group often did not work well together and the device appeared to be the work of only 1 student in the group. 

	Creativity 
	The group put a lot of thought into making the assistive device utilizing the materials available. 
	The group put some thought into making the assistive device utilizing the materials available. 
	The group put some thought into making the assistive device; however they did not utilize the materials available. 
	Little thought was put into making the assistive device. They did not utilize the materials available efficiently. 

	Appearance 
	The device was very appealing and non-threatening. 
	The device was somewhat appealing and non-threatening. 
	The device lacked in appearance and was somewhat threatening in appearance. 
	The device was grossly made and was threatening in appearance. 

	Function 
	The device worked without flaw. It met or exceeded all requirements. 
	The device worked OK. It met all requirements. 
	The device worked with one error. It met all requirements. 
	The device did not work and/or it did not meet all requirements. 

	Prototype definition 
	The definition was well written using complete sentences and terminology that demonstrated full knowledge of the topic. 
	The definition was accurate, complete sentence structure was lacking. Terminology demonstrated full knowledge of the topic. 
	The definition was less than clear. Complete sentence structure was lacking. Terminology was lacking to indicate full knowledge of the topic. 
	The definition was not clear. Sentence structure was poor. Terminology was lacking to demonstrate full knowledge of the topic. 
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