[bookmark: _GoBack]Rubric Detail 
Select Grid View or List View to change the rubric's layout. 
Content
Name: DDBA_8006_Week_8_Assignment_Rubric

Grid View
List View
	 
	Superior Criteria 
	Excellent Criteria 
	Satisfactory Criteria 
	Marginal Criteria 
	Unsatisfactory Criteria 
	Not Submitted 

	Element 1: Laying the Foundation (Goals) 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed explanation restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed explanation restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in explanation.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Student presents an explanation that includes some details in restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Student presents a cursory or incomplete explanation with vague or missing details in restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 2: Self-Analysis of SWOT 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed summary of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed summary of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in summary.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Student presents a summary with some details of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Student presents a cursory or incomplete summary of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 3: Self-Analysis of Four Exercises 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed analysis of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed analysis of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in analysis.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Student presents an analysis with some details of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Student presents a cursory or incomplete analysis of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Few sources or examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 4: Strategy and Design Activities & Daily Tasks 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a thorough and detailed explanation that identifies and describes specific activities as well as daily tasks that make up those activities. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a thorough and detailed explanation that identifies and describes specific activities as well as daily tasks that make up those activities. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in explanation.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a thorough and detailed explanation that identifies and describes specific activities as well as daily tasks that make up those activities. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a cursory or incomplete explanation that does not identify and/or describe specific activities and/or does not identify the daily tasks that make up those activities. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 5: Strategy and Design Time Map 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed Time Map that displays specific information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life including how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track. There are no errors.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed Time Map that displays specific information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life including how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track. There are one or two minor errors.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Student presents a Time Map that displays some information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life including some details on how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Student presents a cursory or incomplete Time Map that has vague or missing information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life and/or vague or missing details on how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 6: Making It Happen - Effectively Using Tools Identified 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in strategy.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Student presents a strategy addressing some details of how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Student presents a cursory or incomplete strategy vaguely addressing how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 7: Making It Happen - Review Progress & Alternative Strategies 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how often he/she will review his/her progress and what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how often he/she will review his/her progress and what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in strategy.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Student presents a strategy addressing some details of how often he/she will review his/her progress and what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Student presents a cursory or incomplete strategy vaguely addressing how often he/she will review his/her progress and/or vaguely addressing what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 8: Components of Paper 
	Points: 
5 (5%) 

Students submits a comprehensive, well-organized paper that includes for each page at least two to three APA-formatted scholarly citations. There are no errors.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.75 (4.75%) 

Students submits a comprehensive, well-organized paper that includes for each page at least two to three APA-formatted scholarly citations. There are one or two minor errors in formatting.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
4.25 (4.25%) 

Students submits a paper that includes for each page at least two APA-formatted scholarly citations. There are issues with selection of citations and/or consistent errors in formatting.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
3.75 (3.75%) 

Students submits a paper that includes some citations, but does not submit at least two APA-formatted citations per page.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
2.5 (2.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 9: Critical Thinking 
	Points: 
30 (30%) 

Writing exhibits excellent evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking; careful examination is made of assumptions and possible biases, with detailed supporting rationale. Writing synthesizes the classroom experiences and content; analyze patterns or connections between theory and practice; and draws logical conclusions based on well-reasoned, superb arguments.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
28.5 (28.5%) 

Writing exhibits excellent evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking; careful examination is made of assumptions and possible biases, with detailed supporting rationale. Writing synthesizes the classroom experiences and content; analyze patterns or connections between theory and practice; and draws logical conclusions based on well-reasoned, superb arguments. There are one or two minor errors in explanation.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
25.5 (25.5%) 

Writing exhibits some evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking. A good examination is made of assumptions and possible biases, with some supporting rationale. Writing synthesizes the classroom experiences and content; analyzes patterns or connections between theory and practice; and draws logical conclusions based on well-reasoned arguments adequately, but not superbly.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
22.5 (22.5%) 

Writing exhibits little evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking. Examination is not made of assumptions and possible biases. Writing does not synthesize the classroom experiences and content; nor analyzes patterns or connections between theory and practice. Logical conclusions based on well-reasoned arguments are not exhibited.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
15 (15%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 10: Written Delivery Style & Grammar 
	Points: 
15 (15%) 

Student consistently follows APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style. Student communicates in a cohesive, logical style. There are no spelling or grammar errors.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
14.25 (14.25%) 

Student consistently follows APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style. Student communicates in a cohesive, logical style. There are one or two minor errors in spelling or grammar.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
12.75 (12.75%) 

Student mostly follows APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style. Student mostly communicates in a cohesive, logical style. There are some errors in spelling or grammar.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
11.25 (11.25%) 

Student does not follow APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style and does not communicate in a cohesive, logical style.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
7.5 (7.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 

	Element 11: Formal and Appropriate Documentation of Evidence, Attribution of Ideas (APA Citations) 
	Points: 
15 (15%) 

Student demonstrates full adherence to scholarly reference requirements and adheres to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. There are no APA errors.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
14.25 (14.25%) 

Student demonstrates full adherence to scholarly reference requirements and adheres to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. There are one or two minor errors in APA style or format.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
12.75 (12.75%) 

Student mostly adheres to scholarly reference requirements and/or mostly adheres to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. Some errors in APA format and style are evident.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
11.25 (11.25%) 

Student demonstrates weak or inconsistent adherence scholarly reference requirements and/or weak or inconsistent adherence to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. Several errors in APA format and style are evident.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
7.5 (7.5%) 

Does not meet minimal standards.
Feedback: 
	Points: 
0 (0%) 

Did not submit element.
Feedback: 


Show Descriptions Show Feedback 
Element 1: Laying the Foundation (Goals)--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed explanation restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed explanation restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in explanation.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Student presents an explanation that includes some details in restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Student presents a cursory or incomplete explanation with vague or missing details in restating the big-picture goals he/she wrote in Week 1 and revised, if applicable, for this week's Discussion. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 2: Self-Analysis of SWOT--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed summary of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed summary of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in summary.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Student presents a summary with some details of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Student presents a cursory or incomplete summary of his/her SWOT Analysis, adjusting any of the four areas of assessment based on his/her growth and learning in this course. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 3: Self-Analysis of Four Exercises--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed analysis of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Several sources and examples support thinking.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed analysis of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in analysis.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Student presents an analysis with some details of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Several sources and examples support thinking.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Student presents a cursory or incomplete analysis of his/her results on the four Exercises he/she completed this week identifying "What's Working," "What's Not Working," "Your Time Management Preferences," and "Your Energy Cycles and Sources." Few sources or examples support thinking.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 4: Strategy and Design Activities & Daily Tasks--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a thorough and detailed explanation that identifies and describes specific activities as well as daily tasks that make up those activities. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a thorough and detailed explanation that identifies and describes specific activities as well as daily tasks that make up those activities. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in explanation.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a thorough and detailed explanation that identifies and describes specific activities as well as daily tasks that make up those activities. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Based on his/her big-picture goals, the student presents a cursory or incomplete explanation that does not identify and/or describe specific activities and/or does not identify the daily tasks that make up those activities. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 5: Strategy and Design Time Map--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed Time Map that displays specific information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life including how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track. There are no errors.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed Time Map that displays specific information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life including how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track. There are one or two minor errors.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Student presents a Time Map that displays some information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life including some details on how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Student presents a cursory or incomplete Time Map that has vague or missing information about his/her goals, activities, and tasks and their relationship to other aspects of his/her life and/or vague or missing details on how the map meets the criteria from the Time Map Checklists and identifies the tools he/she will use to keep him/her on track.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 6: Making It Happen - Effectively Using Tools Identified--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in strategy.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Student presents a strategy addressing some details of how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Student presents a cursory or incomplete strategy vaguely addressing how he/she will use the tools identified to keep him/her balanced, hold him/her accountable, and monitor his/her productivity. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 7: Making It Happen - Review Progress & Alternative Strategies--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how often he/she will review his/her progress and what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Several sources and examples support thinking.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Student presents a thorough and detailed strategy addressing how often he/she will review his/her progress and what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Several sources and examples support thinking. There are one or two minor errors in strategy.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Student presents a strategy addressing some details of how often he/she will review his/her progress and what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Some sources and examples support thinking.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Student presents a cursory or incomplete strategy vaguely addressing how often he/she will review his/her progress and/or vaguely addressing what alternative strategies he/she will put in place to manage risks, environmental factors, and/or psychological obstacles. Few sources or examples support thinking.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 8: Components of Paper--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 5 (5%) points 
Students submits a comprehensive, well-organized paper that includes for each page at least two to three APA-formatted scholarly citations. There are no errors.
Excellent Criteria 4.75 (4.75%) points 
Students submits a comprehensive, well-organized paper that includes for each page at least two to three APA-formatted scholarly citations. There are one or two minor errors in formatting.
Satisfactory Criteria 4.25 (4.25%) points 
Students submits a paper that includes for each page at least two APA-formatted scholarly citations. There are issues with selection of citations and/or consistent errors in formatting.
Marginal Criteria 3.75 (3.75%) points 
Students submits a paper that includes some citations, but does not submit at least two APA-formatted citations per page.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 2.5 (2.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 9: Critical Thinking--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 30 (30%) points 
Writing exhibits excellent evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking; careful examination is made of assumptions and possible biases, with detailed supporting rationale. Writing synthesizes the classroom experiences and content; analyze patterns or connections between theory and practice; and draws logical conclusions based on well-reasoned, superb arguments.
Excellent Criteria 28.5 (28.5%) points 
Writing exhibits excellent evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking; careful examination is made of assumptions and possible biases, with detailed supporting rationale. Writing synthesizes the classroom experiences and content; analyze patterns or connections between theory and practice; and draws logical conclusions based on well-reasoned, superb arguments. There are one or two minor errors in explanation.
Satisfactory Criteria 25.5 (25.5%) points 
Writing exhibits some evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking. A good examination is made of assumptions and possible biases, with some supporting rationale. Writing synthesizes the classroom experiences and content; analyzes patterns or connections between theory and practice; and draws logical conclusions based on well-reasoned arguments adequately, but not superbly.
Marginal Criteria 22.5 (22.5%) points 
Writing exhibits little evidence of thoughtful critical analysis and thinking. Examination is not made of assumptions and possible biases. Writing does not synthesize the classroom experiences and content; nor analyzes patterns or connections between theory and practice. Logical conclusions based on well-reasoned arguments are not exhibited.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 15 (15%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 10: Written Delivery Style & Grammar--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 15 (15%) points 
Student consistently follows APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style. Student communicates in a cohesive, logical style. There are no spelling or grammar errors.
Excellent Criteria 14.25 (14.25%) points 
Student consistently follows APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style. Student communicates in a cohesive, logical style. There are one or two minor errors in spelling or grammar.
Satisfactory Criteria 12.75 (12.75%) points 
Student mostly follows APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style. Student mostly communicates in a cohesive, logical style. There are some errors in spelling or grammar.
Marginal Criteria 11.25 (11.25%) points 
Student does not follow APA writing style and basic rules of formal English grammar and written essay style and does not communicate in a cohesive, logical style.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 7.5 (7.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
Element 11: Formal and Appropriate Documentation of Evidence, Attribution of Ideas (APA Citations)--
Levels of Achievement:
Superior Criteria 15 (15%) points 
Student demonstrates full adherence to scholarly reference requirements and adheres to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. There are no APA errors.
Excellent Criteria 14.25 (14.25%) points 
Student demonstrates full adherence to scholarly reference requirements and adheres to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. There are one or two minor errors in APA style or format.
Satisfactory Criteria 12.75 (12.75%) points 
Student mostly adheres to scholarly reference requirements and/or mostly adheres to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. Some errors in APA format and style are evident.
Marginal Criteria 11.25 (11.25%) points 
Student demonstrates weak or inconsistent adherence scholarly reference requirements and/or weak or inconsistent adherence to APA style with respect to source attribution, references, heading and subheading logic, table of contents and lists of charts, etc. Several errors in APA format and style are evident.
Unsatisfactory Criteria 7.5 (7.5%) points 
Does not meet minimal standards.
Not Submitted 0 (0%) points 
Did not submit element.
Feedback:
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