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1. Comment on Home Page effectiveness. Is the home page effective?  Do the graphics engage the user? Do they reinforce the site's objectives? Is an overarching question or purpose evident when first entering the site. If a splash page is used, does it add value to the site. Do the graphics and layout draw you in? Is there any addition or change that would improve the page in these areas?
Kim’s home page is effective.  There is an explanation on what is expected and what will be achieved on this site.  There are reminders and hints to help students along.  The graphics are engaging to user, it makes sense for the site, and reinforces that it is a history class.   The overarching question is “What is a portfolio?”  I would not change or improve anything on the home page.
2. Comment on home page cognitive effect. Are site objectives clear? Based only on the home page, give a brief description of the sites objectives and purpose are. Is the content written in clear, concise, and age appropriate language? Is an attempt made to relate to user interests and goals. Is that effective? What changes would improve the home pages effectiveness in these areas?
The sites objectives are clear.  The sites objective is for student to build their own portfolio.  The language is appropriate for the audience and the content is clear.  I would not change or improve anything on the home page.
3. Comment on the Learning Activities included in this site. Do they closely relate to the site's objectives and audience? Are they easy to locate? What do you feel are the requisite skills that must be addressed in order to reach the objective? Are activities developed to build on prior skills? Are they scaffolded to lead learners from basic to advanced skills? Will examples or a model be included? Would this benefit the site or be unnecessary?
The learning activities all lead up to creating an online portfolio.  All activities are found with in the site along with clear, concise directions. Everything is labeled appropriately and easy to find.  The activities are developed to build on prior skills, the first activity is to read directions on how to develop your own Google site, which will be turned into a portfolio.  The activities are scaffolded from basic to advanced skills. 
4. Comment on the Activity/Process of this site. Is each step of the process stated clearly and accurately defined? Are they sequenced so that so that needed knowledge/skills would logically be acquired by the user? Are directions accurate, explicit, clearly stated, and written in age-appropriate language. Does this site include references to an example or model? Would doing so improve the process? As a user of the site, give feedback as to improving directions or other verbiage.
The activity and process of the site is clearly and accurately defined.  Directions are clear and easy to follow.  Every question that a student may have is addressed in the direction and process section.  The directions are scaffoleded, they start from the beginning and go through the entire process.  The site includes references and examples to show students where they should be or what to do.  The design of the directions and other verbiage is clear, concise, and age appropriate.
5. Comment on the effectiveness of the site relating to desired outcomes. Are outcomes clearly stated. Is this done is a way that users will readily understand? Are outcomes closely related to learning objectives and activities. Do desired outcomes build from basic to more advanced?
The site is very effective.  The desired outcomes are clearly stated, and are clear so all users will know what to do.  The outcome goes hand in hand with the learning objectives and activities. The desired outcomes build from basic to more advanced.
6. Comment on the evaluation instruments included in this site. Are evaluation tools easy to find? Is the language used clear and appropriate to the audience? Is evaluation criteria specific and easy to interpret? Are there additions or changes that would aide you as a learner? Are there alternate evaluation tools that might benefit you as a learner?
[bookmark: _GoBack]Users will be evaluated using a rubric, which is easily found.  The language is clear and age appropriate.  The evaluation criteria is specific and easy to interpret. There are no additions or changes.

