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Timeliness of Initial Posting OnTime Late
Timeliness of Response to 5 points
Discussion Paper Assignment Posted response Lo topic assignment

before 11:59 PM ET on Sunday.

“Short Paper"

(Response to
Excellent

Topic

Assignment)

Introduction 5 points
Provided an excellent
introduction to the deliverable.
‘which clearly, concisely, and
accurately addressed the topic
of the short paper.
Appropriately paraphrased
information from authoritative

Analysis 15 points
Provided an excellent analysis

of the fssues for the required
topic. Addressed atleast three.
separate issues and provided
‘appropriate examples for each.
Appropriately used and cited
information from authoritative

4 points.

Outstanding.

4 points.

Provided an outstanding
introduction 1o the deliverable.
which clearly and accurately
addressed the topic o the short
paper. Appropriately
paraphrased information from
authoritative sources.

135 points

Provided an outstanding
analysis of the issues for the
required topic. Addressed at
least two scparate issues and
provided appropriate examples
for each. Appropriately used
and cited nformation from
authoritative sources.

Posted response Lo topic assignment
before 11:59 PM ET on Monday.

Acceptable

3 points

Provided an acceptable
introduction 1o the deliverable.
which addressed the topic of
the short paper. Appropriately
paraphrased information from
authoritative sources.

12 points

Provided an acceptable
analysis of the ssues for the
required topic. Addressed at
least one specific issue and
provided an appropriate.
‘example. Appropriately used
and cited information from
authoritative sources.

Very Late

3 points

Posted response Lo topic assignment

before 11:59 PM ET on Tuesday.

Needs Improvement

2 points

Provided an introduction to
the deliverable but the
section lacked some required
detais.Information from.
authoritative sources was
mentioned.

10 points

Addressed the required topic
but the analysis lacked details
or was somewhat
disorganized. Appropriately.
used and cited information
from authoritative sources.

No Subission

0 points.

Did not post response to topic assignment

before 11:59 PM ET on Tuesday.

Needs Significant
Improvement

1 point

Attempted to provide an
introduction 1o the deliverable.
but this section lacked detail
and/or was not well supported
by information drawn from
authoritative sources (100
many quotations or improper
paraphrasing)

4 points.

Mentioned the required topic.
but the analysis was very
disorganized or off topic. OR.
the analysis did not
‘appropriately use information
from authoritative sources (100
many quotations or improper
paraphrasing)

Missing or No Work
Submitted

0 points.

Introduction was
missing or no work
submitted.

0 points.

Analysis was.
missing or no work
was submitted

Criterion
Score.

/5

Criterion
Score.

/5

115
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Summary

Use of
Authoritative
Sources

Professionalism

5 points

Included an excellent summary.
Section for the short paper
which was on topic, well
organized, and covered at least
‘3key points. The summary
contained at least one full
paragraph

5 points

Included and propery cited
three o more authoritative
Sources with complete.
publication or retrieval
information. No formatting

5 points

No formating, grammar,
spelling, or punctuation errors.
Subitted work shows
outstanding organization and
the use of color,fonts, titles,
headings and sub-headings,
et.is appropriae to the
assignment type.

4 points.

Included an outstanding
summary paragraph for the.
short paper which was on topic
and covered at least 3 key.
points.

4 points.

Included and propery cited
three o more authoritative
sources (minor errors
allowable). Reference lst entries
contain sufficient information
1o enable the reader to find and
etrieve the cited sources.

4 points.

‘Work contains minor errors in
formatting, grammar, spelling or
punctuation which do not
significantly impact professional
appearance. Work needs some.
polishing to improve.
professional appearance.

3 points

Included a summary paragraph
for the short paper which was
on topic and provided an
‘appropriate closing.

3 points

Included and cited two o
more authoritative sources
(minor errors in citations or
reference entries). Reference
Tt entries contain sufficient
information to enable the
feader to find and retrieve the
cited sources.

3 points

Errors in formatting, spelling,
‘grammar,or punctuation
which need attention / editing.
toimprove professional
appearance of the work

2 points.

Included a summary
paragraph bul. this section
lacked content or was.
disorganized.

2 points.

Included and cited at least
one authoritative source
(minor errors in citations or
reference entries). Reference
Tt entries contain sufficient
information to enable the
feader to find and retrieve the
cited sources.

2 points.

Subitted work has numerous.
errors in formatting, speling.
‘grammar,or punctuation.
Substantial polishing / editing
is required

1 point

Included a few summary
Sentences for the short paper.

1 point

Mentioned atfeast one.
authoritative source bu. the
citations and/or reference fist
entries lacked required
information (not sufficient to
retrieve the correct resourcel.

1 point

Subiltted workis diffcult to
read and/or understand. OR.
‘work has significant errors in
formatting, spellng, grammar.
punctuation, or word usage
which detract from the overall
professional appearance of the
work.

0 points. /s

Did not include a
summary for the.
short paper.

0 points. /s

References and
citations were
missing. O, no work
subitted.

0 points. /s

No submission.
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First Critique

Analysis

Professionalism

Critique

Analysis

Excellent

10 points

“The critique posting provided three of more suggestions for
improvement n content which were based upon an analysis of
the short paper (how wel it met the content requirements).
Provided examples which could be incorporated into the short
paper o improve or refine it Authoritative sources were cited
s appropriate. The posting addressed the peer author by

10 points

“The critique was written in an appropriate tone of voice for a
peer-to-peer communication. No formatting, grammar, spelling.
or punctuation errors. Authoritative sources were appropriately
cited. Submitted work shows outstanding organization and the.
use of color fonts,titkes, headings and sub-headings, etcis
appropriate to the assignment type.

Excellent

10 points

“The critique posting provided three of more suggestions for
improvement n content which were based upon an analysis of
the short paper (how wel it met the content requirements).
Provided examples which could be incorporated into the short
paper o improve or refine it Authoritative sources were cited
s appropriate. The posting addressed the peer author by

Acceptable

8.5 points.

“The critique posting provided at least three suggestions
for improvement in content which were based upon an
‘analysis of the short paper (how well it met the content
requirements). Authoritative sources were cited as
‘appropriate. The posting addressed the peer author by

8.5 points.

“The critique was written in an appropriate tone of voice.
for a peer-to-peer communication. Authoritative sources.
were appropriatel cited. Work contains minor errors in
formatting, grammar, spelling or punctuation which do
not significantly impact professional appearance. Work
needs some polishing 1o improve professional
appearance.

Acceptable

8.5 points.

“The critique posting provided at least three suggestions
for improvement in content which were based upon an
‘analysis of the short paper (how well it met the content
requirements). Authoritative sources were cited as
‘appropriate. The posting addressed the peer author by

Needs Significant Improvement

6 points

“The posting did not provide a critique of
the short paper. The posting may have
included compliments or “good ob" type.
comments

6 points

The tone of voice used in the critique was.
not appropriate for a peer-to-peer
communication in the workplace. OR. there
were errors in formatting, spelling.
‘grammar, or punctuation which need
attention / editing to improve professional
appearance of the work

Needs Significant Improvement

6 points

“The posting did not provide a critique of
the short paper. The posting may have
included compliments or “good ob" type.
comments

Missing or No Work
Submitted

0 points.

“The analysis was missing.
(or not submitted before
11:59 PM ET Tuesday
night). OR the subitted
critique was copied not
the student's own
orginal work).

0 points.

No submission (or not
submitted before 11:59
PM ET Tuesday nigh)
O, the critique was
copied (not the student's
‘own original work).

Missing or No Work
Submitted

0 points.

“The analysis was missing.
(or not submitted before
11:59 PM ET Tuesday
night). OR the subitted
critique was copied not
the student's own
orginal work).

Criterion
Score.

/10

/10

Criterion
Score.

/10
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Professionalism

10 points

“The critique was written in an appropriate tone of voice for a
peer-to-peer communication. No formatting, grammar, spelling.
or punctuation errors. Authoritative sources were appropriately
cited. Submitted work shows outstanding organization and the.
use of color fonts,titkes, headings and sub-headings, etcis
appropriate to the assignment type.

8.5 points.

“The critique was written in an appropriate tone of voice.
for a peer-to-peer communication. Authoritative sources.
were appropriatel cited. Work contains minor errors in
formatting, grammar, spelling or punctuation which do
not significantly impact professional appearance. Work
needs some polishing 1o improve professional
appearance.

6 points

The tone of voice used in the critique was.
not appropriate for a peer-to-peer
communication in the workplace. OR. there
were errors in formatting, spelling.
‘grammar, or punctuation which need
attention / editing to improve professional
appearance of the work

0 points. /10
No submission (or not

submitted before 11:59

PM ET Tuesday nigh)

O, the critique was

copied (not the student's

‘own original work).





 


 


 




     

