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Website: https://sites.google.com/brrsd.k12.nj.us/copystats/group-members?authuser=0 

Group #3 Members: Carol Munn, Manuel Negron, Denise Tate 

 

 

Required Elements for the Website 

 The group exceeded the minimum requirements as highlighted below in the “Rubric for 

Assignment #2.” The landing page is attractive in layout and content with continuity in design 

throughout, and the website appears to be a wonderful group effort. “Statistics Explained” with a 

definition is an excellent place to start and puts users at ease if learning about the topic. The User 

Experience (UX) of this website is impeccable—the clean design and navigation is one to emulate 

when designing an educational website. The references, resources, and members pages are great 

additions. The website offers an excellent selection of existing content with original videos. Assuming 

each member submits a log, the project meets the following criteria to earn the full 10 points: (a) the 

website exceeds the five page minimum and details more than five separate statistical concepts; (b) at 

least three inferential statistical concepts are explained; and (c) each member recorded at least one 

video.  

Content 

https://sites.google.com/brrsd.k12.nj.us/copystats/group-members?authuser=0
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 The content of the website is cohesive, and all videos both original and curated are of high 

quality. Of note is the “Data Sets” page which is an ingenious addition to the website and probably of 

the utmost importance to anyone learning and working with statistics. Although instructional videos 

may not be everyone’s preference in learning modality, the videos are clear, and some videos could be 

shorter and kept under five minutes. For example, the ANOVA video was informative but was eight 

minutes long. One recommendation would be to edit the website to streamline the content as there may 

be too many videos in general. There are no obvious grammatical errors. It is evident the group worked 

collaboratively to create a high-quality website and earned the total 25 points as highlighted on the 

next page. 
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Rubric for Assignment #2 

Category Did not meet 

the minimum 

standards 

Met the 

minimum 

standards 

Exceeded the 

minimum 

standards 

Your 

score 

Required 

elements for 

the website 

Website contains at 

least 5 pages that 

detail 5 separate 

statistical concepts. 

At least 3 of the 

concepts are 

inferential 

statistics. 

Substantial issues 

exist with the 

appearance or 

group participation 

(0-5 Points) 

Website contains at 

least 5 pages that 

detail 5 separate 

statistical concepts. 

At least 3 of the 

concepts are 

inferential statistics. 

Videos and material 

create a somewhat 

cohesive and 

attractive 

appearance, but 

some issues exist 

with the appearance 

or group 

participation. (6-8 

Points) 

Website contains at 

least 5 pages that 

detail 5 separate 

statistical concepts. 

At least 3 of the 

concepts are 

inferential statistics. 

Each member records 

at least one video. 

Each member 

submits a group 

evaluation (log). 

Videos and material 

create a cohesive and 

attractive appearance. 

(9-10 Points) 

10/10 

 

 

Content There are issues 

with quality in the 

written concepts, 

videos, and 

scenarios. Videos 

and material 

explain concepts 

and allow for the 

learner to grasp the 

material. 

Substantial 

mistakes with 

content or grammar 

are made and they 

impact project or 

potential view 

experience/learning. 

(0-5 Points) 

There is a high-level 

quality in the written 

concepts, videos, 

and explanations of 

the context. Videos 

and material clearly 

explain concepts and 

allow for the learner 

to grasp the material. 

Some mistakes with 

content or grammar 

are made and they 

do not impact 

project or potential 

view 

experience/learning. 

(6-12 Points) 

There is a high-level 

quality in the written 

concepts, videos, and 

scenarios. Videos 

and material clearly 

explain concepts and 

allow for the learner 

to grasp the material. 

Few mistakes with 

content or grammar 

are made and they do 

not impact project or 

potential 

view 

experience/learning. 

(13-15 Points) 

15/15 

Total 25/25 


