San Marcos Events Center Grading Rubric


Name(s) ________________________________________________  Total points:   _______/ 35

	
	Grading Rubric
	Total Points

	1. 1. Estimate the cash flows from the project over a 10 year project life. (Use the 7 year depreciation schedule attached with no depreciation in years 9, 10).  
	4 pts= all responses correct in sales, ops, depreciation and cash flows.

2 pts = responses for sales % increase, depreciation, or final cash flows are incorrect.

0 pts= entire cash flows calculations are incorrect. 
	

	2. 2. Use the cash flows table and Time Value of Money Table D to calculate the IRR for the project over a 10 year time period.
	4 pts—correct

3 pts—off because of cash flows calculations

2 pts—correct process, incorrect answer

1 pt—could set it up, but not process.

0 pts- incorrect answer and no apparent process.
	

	3. 3. Calculate the WACC for each of the financing options provided above.
	6 pts—all three responses correct in process and final answer.

3 pts—correct process, incorrect response.

0 pts-- incorrect answer and no apparent process.
	

	4. 4. Use the Time Value of Money Table B to calculate the NPV for each of the financing options.  Use the WACC for each option as the discount rate for that option.
	6 pts—all three responses correct in process and final answer.

3 pts—correct process, incorrect response.

0 pts-- incorrect answer and no apparent process.
	

	5. 5. List 3 strengths and 3 weaknesses of each financing option—be sure to consider your ability to make your debt payments on top of existing operational costs (i.e., after you have your final cash flows for each year—could you make the debt payment for each option?).
	6. 6 pts- three valid responses for S&W for all three options.  Responses reflect both political and financial considerations, responses are sufficiently detailed to ascertain full comprehension and readability.
7. 5 pts-  responses lack either in detail or in covering both financial and social considerations

8. 4 pts—missing any option, missing whole s and/or w for any option. 

9. 3 pts—missing options, not sufficiently detailed, or entirely missing either financial or political implications.

2 pts—missing options, incorrect S&W analysis. 

1 pt—wrote something on the paper, but it is incomplete and generally incorrect.

0 pt—no response.
	10. 

	6. Provide an overall recommendation to the city based on your analysis.  Your recommendation should include both financial and socio-political considerations. 
	6 pts- Complete, detailed, and thoughtful recommendation. Response reflects both political and financial considerations, responses are sufficiently detailed to ascertain full comprehension and readability.  Response is in organized, well-written paragraphs. 

5 pts- responses lack either in detail or in covering both financial and social considerations.  Or, responses not organized or are difficult to read. 

4 pts—missing some portions of the argument, or argument is incorrect based on the data.

3pts—missing major portions of the argument, argument is incorrect, or lacks sufficient detail and/or organization to make a coherent argument. 

2 pts—missing significant portions of argument or clearly not readable. 

1 pt—wrote something on the paper, but it is incomplete and generally incorrect.

0 pt—no response.
	11. 

	Format, grammer & spelling, professional presentation
	3 pts—professional presentation, includes cover page & readable tables.  Spelling & grammar is correct and writing is readable.

2 pts—complete presentation, but lacks professional polish.

1—lacks cover page, information disorganized or difficult to follow, or spelling and typos throughout. 

0 pts—unprofessional presentation, disorganized, difficult to follow, clearly thrown together. 
	


