[bookmark: _GoBack]Historical Events Analysis Paper (Individual)

[image: ]
The purpose of this written assignment is to analyze a historical event from the perspective of its impact on an organization and its systems for continuity of business processes. This assignment focuses on business continuity planning and the ability to recover from unforeseen circumstances.
You are to research a major event that not only influenced but transformed how businesses prepared for the unexpected. Select an organization—business, industry, government or major nonprofit—to research and analyze preparation and response to a recent event (Less than 3 years).
IMPORTANT: Please select an organization (just one) that has been impacted by the major event that you are citing. It may be that this organization does not have a BC/DR process or plan – or it could be that this organization has been able to successfully navigate through the event because of being better prepared. 
This assignment is designed to increase your knowledge of how systems contribute to contingency planning and disaster recovery and enables you to analyze risk and organizational readiness. This assignment will help you enhance your research and writing skills as well as your critical-thinking abilities. Your analysis should address the requirements below.  
You must research a topic of historical significance and analyze its importance from a business contingency planning perspective. You are to discuss the organization and its business processes, summarize the historical event, analyze the event's impacts on systems and the business processes that were required to continue, and explore basic strategies employed to safeguard systems. 
You are to provide a three- to five-page (not including cover page and reference page) paper (double-spaced) and submit it in your appropriate Assignments folder on or before its due date. A minimum of four resources, of which at least two must be academically credible sources, must be used. You may not use Wikipedia or undated and/or un-authored (author unknown) sources. 
Indicate appropriate APA reference citations for all sources. In addition to critical thinking and analysis skills, your written analysis should reflect appropriate grammar and spelling, good organization, and proper business-writing style.  
Assignment Considerations:
1. Provide a well-defined and analyzed topic of historical significance from a business contingency planning perspective.
2. Discuss its organization and its business processes and how these influenced whether the organization was prepared for the unexpected.
3. Provide an impact analysis on systems and business processes required for the business to continue operations. 
Grading Rubric:
The following grading rubric applies:
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Organizationand v 20 points
its Business .
Processes 18-20 Points

Organization and its
business processes
are very well defined
and discussed with an
excellent level of
detail and
analysis. Very good
emphasis on the
organization and its
business processes
as to its contribution
to contingency
planning and disaster
recovery.

17 points
16-17 Points

Organization and its
business processes
are well defined and
discussed with an
above average level of
detail and analysis.
Good emphasis on the
organization and its
business processes
and its contribution to
contingency planning

15 points
14-15 Points

Organization and its
business processes
are defined and
discussed but just
meets
standards. Discuss
focuses on the
organization and its
business processes
and its contribution to
contingency planning

and disaster recovery. and disaster recovery.

However, the level of
detail does not rise
above that of meeting

standards.

13 points
12-13 Points

Organization and its
business processes fall
below standards and
are ill defined and
incomplete. Fails to
meet the criteria for
discussing the
contribution to
contingency planning
and disaster recovery,
and is not consistent in
content. Topic is too
broad, is not well
explained, and does not
have sufficient levels of
detail.

0 points
0-11 Points

Organization and its
business processes
are incomplete,
missing, and falls
well below
standards. Fails to
emphasize the
contribution to
contingency planning
and disaster recovery
and is not consistent
in content. Topic is
too broad, not well
explained, with
missing content and
context.
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Impact Analysis

30 points
27-30 Points

Excellent level of
analysis on the event's
impact on systems
and the business
processes that are
required to support
contingency planning
and disaster recovery
operations. Analysis is
consistent with the
topic of historical
significance
and provides insight
into safeguarding

systems.

26 points
24-26 Points

Above average level
of analysis on the
event's impact on

systems and the
business processes
that are required to
support contingency
planning and disaster
recovery. Good
analysis that is
consistent with the
topic of historical
significance and
provides insight into
safeguarding
systems.

23 points
21-23 Points

Analysis meets the
standards to convey
the event's impact
on systems and the
business processes
that were required to
support contingency
planning and disaster
recovery. Analysis
adequately covers the
topic of historical
significance and
provides insight into
safeguarding systems,
but fails to provide the
level of detail
expected to rise above
meeting standards.

20 points
18-20 Points

Partial analysis of
event's impacts on
systems and the
business processes that
were required to support
contingency planning
and disaster recovery.
Historical significance
not well defined or
researched. Incomplete
or missing level of detail
and analysis with little to
no discussion on

safeguarding systems.

0 points
0-17 Points

Very little to no effort
demonstrated to show
analysis of event's
impacts on systems
and the business
processes required to
support contingency
and disaster recovery.
Topic is not well
researched with
missing or incomplete
levels of detail.
Inconsistencies noted
throughout with little to
no discussion on
safeguarding systems.
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Format M 10 points 8 points 7 points 6 points 0 points

9-10 Points 8 Points 7 Points 6 Points 0-5 Points
Paper reflects Paper reflects effective = Paper meets standards Paper is not well Paper is extremely
effective organization |  organization; follows for organization; may | organized, and/or contains | poorly written, has
and follows instructions provided; have some errors in several grammar and/or | many grammar and/or
instructions provided; has few errors in grammar and spelling. | spelling errors. Doesn't spelling errors, or
uses correct grammar, and spelling; | Adequately conveys the | adequately convey the does not convey the
structure, grammar, presented in a information. information. information.
and spelling; professional format.
presented in a Conveys the information
professional format. in a concise, clear
Conveys the manner.

information in a very
concise, clear
manner.
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References v

Overall Score v

10 points 8 points 7 points

9-10 Points 8 Points 7 Points

Provided a minimum | Provided a minimum
of four APA of four APA
references, of which at references, of which
least two were at least two were
academically credible ' academically credible
(scholarly peer (scholarly peer
reviewed) sources. reviewed) sources.
Indicate appropriate | Indicate appropriate
APA reference APA reference
citations for all citations for all
sources. Class sources. Class
resources are resources are
incorporated and used | incorporated and

A minimum of four
scholarly sources
other than the class
resources are
properly incorporated
and used. At least
one is academically
credible (scholarly
peer reviewed)
sources. Uses APA
format for references
and citations.

effectively, used effectively,
contextualized, appropriately
appropriately researched and

researched and
supported. Sources
used are credible and
relevant.

supported. Sources
used are credible and
relevant.

Far Above Standards ~
90 or more

Above Standards  ~
80 or more

Meets Standards  ~
70 or more

6 points
6 Points

Four or fewer sources
other than the class
resources may be used;
may not be scholarly
sources; may not be
properly incorporated;
may rely too heavily on
the reporting of external
sources, and/or are not
effective or appropriate;
and/or are not credible,
relevant, or timely. May
not use APA format.

Below Standards
60 or more

0 points
0-5 Points

Minimal sources used
or cited or no APA
reference citations

indicated. May not be
scholarly sources;

may not be properly
incorporated; may rely
too heavily on the
reporting of external
sources, and/or are
not effective or
appropriate; and/or
are not credible,
relevant, or timely.

¥ Well Below Standards”

0 or more
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Course Outcome Met in Week 4

Week 4 Outcomes

| dentify organizational requirements for maintaining
lcontinuity of business operations and protecting and
restoring data

- Define processes to test, exercise, evaluate, and
lupdate the BCP
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Far Above Standards ¥ | Above Standards V| Meets Standards V| Below Standards V| Well Below Standards”

Analyzed topic of v 30 points 26 points 23 points 20 points 0 points
historical . ) . . )
significance 27-30 Points 24-26 Points 21-23 Points 18-20 Points 0-17 Points
Very well defined and ~ Well defined and Topic is of historical = Topic may or may not Topic is not of
analyzed topic of analyzed topic of significance from a be of historical historical significance
historical significance | historical significance ' business contingency  significance from a from a business
from a business from a business planning perspective | business contingency = contingency planning
contingency planning | contingency planning and meets planning perspective, is | perspective, is to
perspective. Topic perspective. Topic standards. Topic too broad, and lacks broad, or shows
very well analyzed, well analyzed, demonstrates an adequate research and = inadequate analysis.
articulated and articulated and average analysis. Demonstrates Research is
demonstrates a demonstrates an understanding of little effort to provide incomplete
sophisticated level of above-level course concepts, detailed historical and inconsistent with
understanding of understanding of analysis, critical context with little the assignment
course concepts, course concepts, thinking, and emphasis on impact to instructions.
analysis, critical analysis, critical synthesis. Shows systems and business = Demonstrates little to
thinking, and thinking, and that the level of processes. no effort to provide
synthesis. Excellent synthesis. Above analysis to detailed historical
analysis with average level of emphasize impacts to context and does not
emphasis on impacts analysis with the systems and emphasize the
to the systems and ' emphasis on impacts = processes will meet impacts to systems
processes. to the systems and | standards but require and business
processes. additional levels of processes.

detail.




