Industry Creation Grading Rubric
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Each component of this evaluation is made by using the following five-point scale:

1 = not addressed or evident

2 = attempt made but some errors occurred in the analysis/answer

3 = attempt bade but the result needs more work, elaboration, or refinement

4 = attempt made with good results; issue accomplished; no further work needed

5 = attempt made with excellent results; accomplished with distinction 

	1. Answers the question – Central Claim

a. Each of the sections answers the question and follows the section guidelines.
i. Industry boundaries
ii. Industry history
iii. Institution building

iv. Industry structure
v. Is this an attractive industry?
b. The document and presentation have a clear thesis and organizational strategy. Each is comprehensive and unambiguous. 
	

	2. Adequate support for claim (reasons and evidence)

a. Reasons given in specific each section are based on sound logic supported by evidence provided from plausible sources.

b. Reasons and evidence that are not clearly connected to the main claim of the specific entry are not included (they would be distracting).
c. Evidence is properly cited with reliable and applicable sources. The reader is clear what sources of information were used.
	

	3. Limitations of claims (qualifiers and reservations)

a. The report clearly indicates assumptions underlying claims. Assumptions are plausible and/or supported with evidence
b. If evidence provided to support a claim is less than ideal, each entry indicates why the ideal evidence either is not available and/or how it will yet be obtained. 
	

	4. Overall clarity of document

a. The portfolio displays strong evidence of editing since there are relatively few spelling, grammatical, and/or mechanical errors. Sentence construction is clear and fluent.
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