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Academic
honesty and
Referencing

10 to >8.0 Pts
Excellent (“A”
range)

All sources are
correctly cited
and referenced;
Chicago style of
referencing is
used correctly.

8 to >6.5 Pts
Acceptable (“B” range)

All sources are cited.
All sources are cited
and referenced;
Chicago style of
referencing is used
with some minor
mistakes.

6.5 to >5.0 Pts
Needs Improvement
(“C” range)

Most sources are
cited and / or
referenced; Chicago
style of referencing is
used but some
mistakes are very
evident.

5to >0 Pts
Unacceptable (“D”
range)

None or only some
sources are cited and
referenced; Chicago
style of referencing is
used incorrectly or
inadequately.

10 pts




image8.png
Spelling/Grammar

10 to >8.0 Pts
Excellent (“A” range)

All sentences are
complete and
grammatical. All
words are chosen for
their precise
meanings. All new or
unusual terms are
well-defined. The
draft has been spell-
checked and
proofread and has
no errors.

8to >6.5 Pts
Acceptable (“B” range)

Most sentences are
complete and
grammatical. Most
words are chosen for
their precise
meanings. Most new
or unusual terms are
well-defined. The
draft has been spell-
checked and
proofread and has
very few errors.

6.5 to >5.0 Pts
Needs
Improvement (“C”
range)

A few sentences are
incomplete and/or
ungrammatical.
Some words are not
chosen for their
precise meanings.
Some new or
unusual terms are
not well-defined.
The draft has
several spelling
errors.

5to >0 Pts
Unacceptable (“D”
range)

Many sentences
are incomplete
and/or
ungrammatical.
Many words are
not chosen for
their precise
meanings. Many
new or unusual
terms are not
defined. Draft has
many spelling
errors.

10 pts

Total points: 100
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Maximum length: 3000 words (excluding references and appendices)

Marks: 25%

Obijective: To critically analyse the opportunities and threats in the industry and country environments of the case

company by effectively applying appropriate external analysis tools.

Directions:

1.

Use a range of external analysis tools and techniques to critically analyse the opportunities and threats relevant
to the case company’s business challenge. Explicitly state the industry and country environments you are
analysing.

Research data to support your statements in your analysis. Adopt a company-report style (vs academic-report
style). Incorporate graphs and tables within the body of the document (instead of the appendix). Include the
sources of information in the graph/table where the information is presented. Footnotes are the preferred
location for in-text references. Include a final list of references cited.

On the title page of your report specify the contribution of each group member to the final report.

Refer to the draft rubrics for assessment guide.

Group composition: Maximum of 5 people per group. Seek a mix of specialisations in your group and start work

in Week 1. You need to self-assign into groups on CANVAS. It is recommended that the group members belong
to the same tutorial and TBL (Workshops) as you will have opportunity to work on your assignment in those
sessions.
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External analysis (1)

Criteria

Introduction

10 to >8.0 Pts
Excellent (“A” range)

The draft provides
all relevant details
about the company
background,
purpose of the
report and the
structure of
presentation very
clearly.

8 to >6.5 Pts
Acceptable (“B”
range)

The draft
provides all many
details about the
company
background,
purpose of the
report and the
structure of
presentation.

Ratings

6.5 to >5.0 Pts

Needs Improvement
(“C” range)

The draft provides all
some details about the
company background,
purpose of the report
and the structure of
presentation but some
parts are not clear

5to >0 Pts
Unacceptable (“D”
range)

The draft provides all
very few or
inadequate details
about the company
background, purpose
of the report and the
structure of
presentation.

Pts

10 pts
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Knowledge,
understanding
and focus

20to >16.0 Pts
Excellent (“A” range)

The draft demonstrates
an advanced level of
knowledge and
understanding of the main
issues; it has a clear and
focused position that
guides the work as a
whole.

16 to >13.0 Pts
Acceptable (“B”
range)

The draft
demonstrates a
good level of
knowledge and
understanding of the
topic; it has a fairly
well-focussed
position throughout.

13 to >10.0 Pts
Needs Improvement
(“C” range)

The draft
demonstrates some
knowledge and
understanding of the
topic; it has an
identifiable purpose
though its focus
drifts at times.

10 to >0 Pts
Unacceptable
(“D” range)
The draft does
not
demonstrate
knowledge
and
understanding
of the topic; it
is poorly
focussed.

20 pts
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Arguments and
evidence

20 to >16.0 Pts
Excellent (“A”
range)

Arguments are fully
developed, well-
structured and
organised logically
and effectively; it
uses appropriate,
credible, relevant
and convincing
evidence.

16 to >13.0 Pts
Acceptable (“B”
range)
Arguments are
developed,
structured and
organised
logically and
effectively; it
mostly uses
credible, relevant
and convincing
sources.

13 to >10.0 Pts

Needs Improvement
(“C” range)

Arguments are partially
developed, and not
structured or organised
logically and
effectively; uses mostly
uses credible sources
but some may not be
appropriate or
convincing.

10 to >0 Pts
Unacceptable (“D”
range)

Arguments are not
developed, and not
structured or
organised; the draft
has insufficient

20 pts

evidence to support
its ideas or offers
evidence from
inappropriate sources.
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Theory and
integration

20to >16.0 Pts
Excellent (“A” range)

Key concepts,
frameworks and
theories are
accurately and
completely
expressed; they are
integrated well in
the report to
strengthen the
arguments.

16 to >13.0 Pts
Acceptable (“B”
range)

Key concepts,
frameworks and
theories are
expressed; they
are integrated in
some areas of the
report to
strengthen the
arguments.

13 to >10.0 Pts
Needs
Improvement (“C”
range)

Key concepts,
frameworks and
theories are
partially expressed;
their integration is
seen in some areas
of the report to
support the
arguments.

10 to >0 Pts
Unacceptable (“D” range)

Key concepts and
theories are not
expressed. Key concepts,
frameworks and theories
are either not expressed
or inadequate; their
integration in the
arguments is also
inadequate.

20 pts
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Flow of ideas,
style and voice

10 to >8.0 Pts
Excellent (“A”
range)

The draft has an
excellent flow of
ideas; the tone
and style are well
suited to a
business
audience.

8to >6.5 Pts
Acceptable (“B”
range)

The draft has a
good flow of ideas;
the tone and style
are generally
acceptable for a
business audience.

6.5 to >5.0 Pts
Needs
Improvement (“C”
range)

The draft has an
some flow of ideas;
the tone and style
are less focused
towards to a
business audience.

5to >0 Pts
Unacceptable (“D”
range)

The draft has an no flow
or inadequate flow of
ideas; the tone and style
is unsuitable or
inconsistent with a
business audience.

10 pts




