GROUP PROJECT #1: Peer Evaluation		Due to Instructor: 10/18

Name of evaluator:  Sheila Roth		

Name of person be evaluated:  Lori Turner						

      
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                      		20	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                30   out of 30
							Sub-total		100   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)      +   5   out of 5

							Total		          105  out of 105


*All peer evaluations are considered confidential between the evaluator and the instructor. The evaluatee will not know the origination of each separate evaluation.


**IF YOU DO NOT SUBMIT A PEER EVALUATION FOR ALL GROUP MEMBERS, YOU WILL RECEIVE A ZERO FOR YOUR PEER-ASSIGNED GRADE.

Lori never stopped at any point in this project.  She was instrumental in the research and directing of those who did not want to be the leader. She took care of her own slides without any help or hesitation. She repeatedly checked in to offer assistance and provide information.  She was the only one who really read the power point after it was completed and offered any input or corrections.  The rest of the group just responded with “looks great.”  Lori was WONDERFUL!! Kudos to her for everything!!  She was definitely he driving force behind the project!!


GROUP PROJECT #1: Peer Evaluation		Due to Instructor: 10/18

Name of evaluator:  Sheila Roth	

Name of person be evaluated: Tenika McMillan					

      
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                      		20	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									20	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                25   out of 30
							Sub-total		90   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)      +   2   out of 5

							Total		          92  out of 105


*All peer evaluations are considered confidential between the evaluator and the instructor. The evaluatee will not know the origination of each separate evaluation.


**IF YOU DO NOT SUBMIT A PEER EVALUATION FOR ALL GROUP MEMBERS, YOU WILL RECEIVE A ZERO FOR YOUR PEER-ASSIGNED GRADE.

Tenika was slow to jump in.  She seemed confused a lot of the time but she was good about getting information to me by the agreed upon due date (Thursday). Her slides required some adjustments but she was fairly thorough in her information.  She had all the information I needed for the PowerPoint the first time.  She didn’t offer to lead or do research.  She used what information was provided.  Didn’t check in after her slides were handed in to see if she could help further.  Overall…pretty good to work with.


GROUP PROJECT #1: Peer Evaluation		Due to Instructor: 10/18

Name of evaluator:  Sheila Roth

Name of person be evaluated:  Lori Lindsey-Clarkston				

      
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                      		20	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		20    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                20   out of 30
							Sub-total		85   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)      +   3   out of 5

							Total		          88   out of 105


*All peer evaluations are considered confidential between the evaluator and the instructor. The evaluatee will not know the origination of each separate evaluation.


**IF YOU DO NOT SUBMIT A PEER EVALUATION FOR ALL GROUP MEMBERS, YOU WILL RECEIVE A ZERO FOR YOUR PEER-ASSIGNED GRADE.

She checked in somewhat frequently.  Not interested in leading or jumping in on anything herself. Used resources provided to her. No initiative on her own. She had no notes and did not cite her works.  I had to repeatedly explain to her what to do and how to do it.  Late with notes. Said she would have them to me by Sat. at 1430.  Didn’t receive until Saturday night.  She was good about staying in touch  to let me know her intended times for completion.  Didn’t care about editing either.  Bummer.


GROUP PROJECT #1: Peer Evaluation		Due to Instructor: 10/18

Name of evaluator:  Sheila Roth

Name of person be evaluated:  Rachel Davis						

      
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                      		19	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									22	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                25   out of 30
							Sub-total		91   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)      +   1   out of 5

							Total		          92  out of 105


*All peer evaluations are considered confidential between the evaluator and the instructor. The evaluatee will not know the origination of each separate evaluation.


**IF YOU DO NOT SUBMIT A PEER EVALUATION FOR ALL GROUP MEMBERS, YOU WILL RECEIVE A ZERO FOR YOUR PEER-ASSIGNED GRADE.

Rachel not willing to lead or do much research but did stay on task once direction was provided. She worked very hard with me as I put the powerpoint together.  She didn’t have her work completed properly. Had to send it back and make calls several times to get it correct but she was fast and willing to work with me as I got the information ready for the power point.  I really appreciated her willingness to return her adjustments so quickly!  




GROUP PROJECT #1: Peer Evaluation		Due to Instructor: 10/18

Name of evaluator:  Sheila Roth

Name of person be evaluated:  Nicole Steele						

      
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                      		20	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                30   out of 30
							Sub-total		100   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)      +   5   out of 5

							Total		          105   out of 105


*All peer evaluations are considered confidential between the evaluator and the instructor. The evaluatee will not know the origination of each separate evaluation.


**IF YOU DO NOT SUBMIT A PEER EVALUATION FOR ALL GROUP MEMBERS, YOU WILL RECEIVE A ZERO FOR YOUR PEER-ASSIGNED GRADE.

Nicole was UNBELIEVABLE!! This girl was slow to start but she kept us informed and then ran with it once she started. She did her own research. Supported it and had her slides (creatively and correctly) put together so fast.  I literally didn’t have time to blink she was so on it.  Notes and references and citations were all there.  She asked several times if she could do anything else.  This girl is AMAZING to work with!  Major kudos to her!!!  She deserves every single point!!!


GROUP PROJECT #1: Peer Evaluation		Due to Instructor: 10/18

Name of evaluator:  Sheila Roth

Name of person be evaluated:  Michael Kruse						

      
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                      		18    out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		15    out of 25
Reliability									05    out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                10    out of 30
							Sub-total		48   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)      +   1   out of 5

							Total		         49   out of 105


*All peer evaluations are considered confidential between the evaluator and the instructor. The evaluatee will not know the origination of each separate evaluation.


**IF YOU DO NOT SUBMIT A PEER EVALUATION FOR ALL GROUP MEMBERS, YOU WILL RECEIVE A ZERO FOR YOUR PEER-ASSIGNED GRADE.

VERY FRUSTRATING!!!  Did not meet deadlines.  Did not communicate well.  Late with slide. Like pulling teeth.  No creativity or design elements. Waited until the last possible second for everything.  Did not have a number to reach him by until Saturday. Did not have anything from Michael until Saturday.  He said in another class he was a procrastinator but I really thought I was going to have to make a slide for him along with notes and then send it in without help from him at all.  Once I did receive information from him, it was pretty good and he worked a little quicker to get information to me.  Overall it was a horrible experience being in a group with him. Don’t mean to sound so negative but…goodness…. All of our grades are on the line and he seemed indifferent to that.  



