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Criteria Meets Minimum
Unacceptable Expectations Fair Proficient Exemplary
Below 60 % F 6069 % D 7079%C 8089%B 90-100 % A
1. Research the web | Didnot submitor [ Insufficiently analyzed | Suficienty covered the | Satisfactorily analyzed | Thoroughly analyzed a
andidentiyacase  |incompletely analyzed |a case study related o | bare essentials ofa | case study relatedto | case study related to
Study with an a case study related to | penetration testing or | case, and minimum | penetration testing or | penetration testing or
‘appropriate situation | penetrationtesting or | hacking againsta | analysis ofacase | hacking againsta | hacking againsta
relatedto penetration | hacking againsta [ business, Study relatedto business, business,
testing or hacking for | business, organization, or penetrationtesting or | organization, or organization, or
oragainsta organization, or govemmentraciity.  [hacking againsta | govemmentraciity. | government facilty
business, govemmentfacily business,
organization, or Provided only cursory _|organization, of Provided a good Had a detailed case
governmentfacilty. | Insuficiently provided | or superfcial details of | govermentfaciity. | summary ofthe case, | summay, fully develop.
asummaryofthe |the case, failedto developed key all arguments, and
Layoutthecase | case, orlacked sufficiently develop | Provided a basic arquments, had provide details as
details, and provide [ sufficient detailsto | one’s analysis, or had | summany ofthe case, | sufficientdetailsto | needed to develop the
your analysis of what | provide a sound missing detail on | butlacked some key | provide a sound discussion on threats,
was done andwhy, | analysis, or didnot | threats, vuinerabiliies | detais orfailedto | analysis, andhad | winerabilties, and
the results ofthe | provide Sufficient detail| or mitigation sufficiently develop all | good detail on threats, | mitigation
effor the specific | on threats, ‘arguments to provide | wuinerabilties or
threats and winerabilties or asound analysis, or | mitigation
winerabilties, and | mitigation had missing detail on
what mitigation was threats, vuinerabiliies
attempted or should or mitigation
have been attempted.
Weight 40%
2 Drawspeciic | Didnot submit Hadinsufiientor [ Has some or ‘Covers most o the key | Thoroughly develops a
lessons and lessons and takeaway |partiallessons and | adequate lessons and | lessons and takeaway | multi-paragraph
recommendations s |in the conclusion, or | takeaway in the takeaway inthe inthe conclusion, or | conclusion of key
partofthe have concluding conclusion, orweak | conclusion, or weak | recommendations, but | lessons and
conciusion, and have | paragraph, or a concluding paragraph, | concluding paragraph, | may fall short on some | recommendations
a sirong concluding | paragraph or less of | or a paragraph or less | or a paragraph orless | detail with suffcient deptn
paragraph. Be sure | closing statementthat | of closing statement | of closing statement and detailto leadto @
torevise your only parallytouches  [thattouches upon | thattouches upon | Has a goodto strong concluding
introduction to reflect | upon what was ‘what was presented in | what was presentedin | excellent infroduction | paragraph
whatthe paper presented inthe body. | the body, or provides [ the body,or provides | but may be missing an
‘accomplished once only a summary of key |only 3 summary of key | element Fullyintroduces the
you inish yourfrst | Does nothavean | points. points. paper setting both the.
aratt. introduction, o justa tone and scope of
Weight 40% partialintroduction. | Does nothave a Does nothave 2 whatthe paper
complete orjusta | complete introduction, ‘accomplished.
partialintroduction. | oris missing a key.
element of an
introduction
3 Five (5) references [No references Doesnotmeetthe  |Doesnotmeetthe | Meets numberof | Exceeds number of
Weight 10% provided required number of | required number of | required references: | required references;
references; all references; some |allreferences high | allreferences high
references poor qualiy | references poor quality | quaity choices. quality choices.
choices choices
4 Clariywiing  [Morethan8emors | 7-Berors present |56 errors present | 3-4 emors present |02 errors present
mechanics, and | present
formatting
requirements
Weight 10%





