
Renewable 
Energy  
Technology 

The team proposed 2 viable alternative energy technolo-
gies and clearly explained how the use of this technol-
ogy will improve our sustainability. 

The team proposed one viable alternative energy tech-
nology and clearly explained how the use of this tech-
nology will improve our sustainability. 

The team proposed one or two alternative energy tech-
nologies and somewhat explained how it will improve 
our sustainability. 

The team did not propose an alternative energy tech-
nology or explain how any energy source would im-
prove our sustainability. 

Pros / Cons The team clearly addressed the pros/cons of ALL of the 
following: cost, benefits, maintenance, longevity, tech-
nological advancements. 

The team clearly addressed at least 3 of the following 
pros/cons: cost, benefits, maintenance, longevity, and/
or technological advancements. 

The team ‘briefly’ mentioned some or all of the pros/
cons, but not clearly and adequately. 

The team did not address the pros/cons of cost, bene-
fits, maintenance, longevity, or technological ad-
vancements. 

Soils & Land 
Use /Aquatics  

The team addressed the site’s aquatic AND soils and 
land use issues and provided three or more specific ex-
amples of impact  of each, supported by relevant facts. 

The team addressed the site’s aquatic AND soil and 
land use issues and provided two specific example of 
impact of each, supported by relevant facts. 

The team addressed the site’s aquatic AND soil and 
land use issues and provided one example of impact of 
each, supported by relevant fact(s). 

The team did not address soils and land use issues and 
did not have a clear understanding, nor provide spe-
cific examples of impact. 

Forestry & 
Wildlife   
 

The team addressed the site’s forestry AND wildlife 
issues and provided three or more specific examples of 
impact of each, supported by relevant facts. 

The team addressed the site’s forestry AND wildlife 
issues and provided two specific examples of impact, 
of each, supported by relevant facts. 

The team addressed the site’s forestry AND wildlife 
issues and provided at least one example of impact of 
each, supported by relevant facts. 

The team did not address wildlife or forestry issues, 
nor did they provide specific examples of impact. 

PROPOSAL 
 

The team presented a very persuasive proposal in a well 
organized, logical sequence w/ a smooth delivery, cap-
turing the judges’ interest & included 2 altrn. energies. 

 The team presented a persuasive proposal in an organ-
ized, logical sequence which captured the judges’ inter-
est and included 2 alternative energy sources. 

The team presented a persuasive proposal, but was 
disorganized and lacked a smooth delivery and in-
cluded at least one alternative energy source. 

The team did not present a persuasive proposal and 
was disorganized. 

 Impacts The team presented 2 economic,  2 social, and 2 health 
impacts. 

The team presented 3 of the 6 social, economic, and 
health impacts. 

The team presented 2 of the 6 social, economic, and 
health impacts. 

The team presented 1 of the 6 social, economic, and 
health impacts. 

References The team cited FOUR references. The team cited THREE references. The team cited TWO references. The team cited ONE or no references. 

     

Style The team comfortably used FOUR style characteristics 
consistently to enhance the presentation. (voice inflec-
tion, enthusiasm, eye contact, gestures, humor, posture, 
fluency, etc.) 

The team comfortably used THREE style characteris-
tics consistently to enhance the presentation. 

The team used TWO style characteristics to some-
what enhance the presentation. 

The team used ONE  style characteristic but it did 
little to enhance the presentation. 

Creativity The team demonstrated creativity in at least three ways: 
(elaboration of the scenario, humor, analogies, used 
props in an unconventional & effective way, etc.) 

The team demonstrated creativity in two ways. The team demonstrated creativity in one way. The team demonstrated  no creativity. 

Participation ALL team members participated in the presentation 
AND answered questions factually. 

MOST team members participated in the presentation 
AND answered questions factually. 

SOME team members participated in the presentation 
AND answered questions factually. 

Responses were dominated by 1 or 2 individuals. 
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