Sensory Log Reflection Paper
(max. 2 single-spaced pages; Times New Roman 12 point font) 

Use the following formats .rtf, .doc, .docx, or .pdf format for electronic upload to a file drop or email, and turn in a hard-copy on the day the assignment is due. Expect to share your results with the class.
The reflection paper is a summative assessment with threefold intent: 1) the instructor will look for student’s nuanced distinction between qualitative and quantitative data collection methods, 2) depth of sensory uptake, and 3) the student’s reflexivity in a collaborative learning setting.
· Name and date sensory log was recorded
· Sensory Uptake 
Outline the process you followed when collecting your sensory data: What did you do? Which senses were more prominent to you? Which senses were more easily described and recorded in the log?  Which results surprised you?
· Description of and distinction between qualitative and quantitative data
Was your sensory log mostly qualitative or quantitative?  Was the log you reviewed mostly qualitative or quantitative?  What similarities and differences did you notice between your log and the log you reviewed?  What could be done to make the descriptions in the log more quantitative?
· Analysis

Interpret what the results mean. Why do you think you (or others) got the results you (they) did? How did sensory perception influence your results? What might you do differently the next time you collect sensory data and why? Do your results suggest anything about the need to rethink your collection methods? Why?

Feedback Scale 
0 does not fulfill the content requirements for the activity
1 fulfills the content requirements of the assignment, but the writing itself is substandard

2 fulfills the requirements of the activity
4 fulfills the assignment requirements and goes above and beyond (in complexity, nuance, and depth, not in length) in the analysis section

DRAFT GRADING RUBRIC 

for Sensory Log Reflection Paper
	Sensory Uptake
	10    9      8      
	7   6    5   4  
	3   2   1   0

	· Has a clear description of the process followed when logging
· Acknowledges ambiguity in recoding information
· The data collection and recording are process are analyzed concisely and clearly
	Meets all criteria at high level; clear and easy to follow
	Meets some criteria; uneven or has some lapses in clarity or development 
	Meets few criteria; often unclear or undeveloped

	Qualitative and Quantitative
	10    9      8      
	7   6    5   4  
	3   2   1   0

	· Compares and contrasts data collection method(s) clearly & concisely 

· The data and collection methods are characterized in an appropriate way
· Ideas for improving the recording methodology are clear and supported by the observations presented.

	Meets all criteria at high level; clear and developed
	Meets some criteria; uneven; some lapses in clarity
	Meets few criteria; often unclear or undeveloped

	Quality of Results & Analysis
	10    9      8      
	7   6    5   4  
	3   2   1   0

	· Analytically rich, evaluative description

· Concise synthesis of results and impressions developed
· Chooses effective details from the case to highlight the conclusions presented
· Is easy to follow—reader readily sees how the results and analysis relate to the original purpose

· Interpretation of the results is insightful, evaluative, persuasive, and self-reflexive


	Meets all criteria at high level; clear, easy to follow;
	Meets some criteria; uneven or has some lapses in clarity or development
	Meets few criteria; often unclear or undeveloped

	Has strong overall effectiveness (professional appearance, clarity, impact)
	10    9      8      
	7   6    5   4  
	3   2   1   0

	· Follows the assigned format
· Is clear, well-organized, concise, adequately developed, and analytical

· Is well-edited without errors in grammar, punctuation, usage, or spelling (editing errors should result in a lower score, especially as they impact the final impression of the grader)
	Meets all criteria at high level
	Meets some criteria; uneven
	Meets few criteria


