Book Review Rubric
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	Appropriate Format
	Paper is missing more than one of the requirements describe in “4”.
	Appropriate Format described in “4” but missing a requirement.
	Appropriate Format described in “4” with one to three typographical/spelling errors.
	Margins 1” on all sides; Double Spaced; Font size – 12 pt, Times New Roman or Arial; No typographical/spelling errors. Cover page, Peer Completed Rubric attached to the back of the paper.


	Book Topic
	Book has little or no mathematical content and book was not approved by the instructor.

	Book has little or no mathematical content.
	Book has obvious mathematical content. Book title and author were not submitted in a timely manner to the instructor. 
	Book has obvious mathematical content. Book was approved by the instructor.

	1. Book Summary
	No Synopsis included.
	Synopsis of the book is rambling and/or indistinct. Obviously more than ½ page of text.
	Synopsis of the book is rambling and/or indistinct. Approximately ½ page of text.
	Clear and concise synopsis of the book. Approximately ½ page of text. 

	2. Mathematical topics
	No mathematical topic clearly identified.
	One mathematical topic clearly identified.
	Two mathematical topics clearly identified.
	Three or more mathematical topics clearly identified.

	3. Connections to Courses and/or Applications
	No Connections to course content or application are discussed.
	Mathematical topics identified are discussed with incorrect connections to course content and/or applications.
	All mathematical topics identified are discussed with weak connections to course content and/or applications.
	All mathematical topics identified are discussed appropriately and connected to appropriate course content and/or applications.

	4. Personal Reflection
	No personal reflection included. 
	
	
	Personal thoughts on the discussion and/or use of mathematics in the text.



	Peer Edited
	Paper not peer edited.
	
	Paper peer edited. Peer suggestions ignored. No separate document submitted with explanation of why edits were ignored. 
	Paper peer edited. Changes were made to document according to peer suggestions. If peer suggestions are unreasonable an explanation of discussing why edits were ignored is submitted in a separate document.


	Peer Editor
	Student did not edit a peer’s paper.
	Edited a peer’s paper but the content is the same book that the student editor read.  Edited a peer’s paper with little or no constructive feedback for the writer.


	
	Edited a peer’s paper.  Editor made valid comments/suggestions. Comments should include all parts of this rubric. All comments should be written using constructive criticism and praise. 


