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Demonstrate effective oral and written communication
	Topic:______________
	Name:____________________
	Student ID: ____________________

	Class:_____________
	Date: ____________________
	


	Criteria
	Excellent (3 point)
	Acceptable (2 point)
	Unacceptable (1 point)
	Score

	Organization
	Presenter follows logical sequence and provides explanations/elaboration.
	Presenter follows logical sequence, but fails to elaborate.
	Presenter does not follow logical sequence (jumps around in presentation).
	　

	Content & Focus
	Essay successfully answers the question; essay thoroughly reviews the literature; essay engages Bloom’s cognitive levels of evaluation, synthesis, analysis, application, comprehension, and knowledge plus research (see row below and definitions at end of document)
	Essay answers the question with some digression; essay sufficiently reviews literature; essay engages Bloom’s cognitive levels of application, comprehension, and knowledge (see row below and definitions at end of document)
	Essay insufficiently answers question and insufficiently reviews literature; essay engages Bloom’s cognitive level of knowledge (see row below and definitions at end of document)
	　

	Delivery
	Presenter speaks clearly and loud enough for all in audience to hear, makes no grammatical errors, and pronounces all terms correctly and precisely.
	Presenter’s voice is relatively clear, but too low to be heard by those in the back of the room.  Presenter makes several major grammatical errors, and mispronounces some terms.
	Presenter mumbles, mispronounces terms, and makes serious and persistent grammatical errors throughout presentation.  Presenter speaks too quietly to be heard by many in audience.
	

	Sources and Evidence
	Demonstrates skillful use of high-quality, credible, diverse, and relevant sources.
	Demonstrates consistent use of credible, relevant sources.
	Demonstrates minimal support for ideas in the writing.
	

	Conclusion:
	Effectively summarizes the presentation and provides a sense of closure.

	Provides an adequate summary &/or recommendation that is reasonable given the information/analysis presented.
	Weak or no conclusion provided (it is too vague to be of any practical value) or the recommendation is weakly related to the analysis.
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Appendix N-14 PhD Program Learning Goal 2 Rubric
Understand the ethical and social responsibilities of individuals and organizations
	Topic:______________
	Name:____________________
	Student ID: ____________________

	Class:_____________
	Date: ____________________
	


	Criteria
	Excellent (3 point)
	Acceptable (2 point)
	Unacceptable (1 point)
	Score

	Recognize the ethical issues implicit in an academic researching and business situation
	Student exhibits and understanding and grasp of ethical and moral concepts and identifies more than one issue
	Student exhibits an understanding and grasp of the ethical and moral concepts when stating an issue
	Student evaluates the case simply by reiterating the language of the questions he/she is asked
	　

	Describe and use ethical frameworks applicable to an academic researching and business situations
	Student accurately cites and uses several moral theories to identify
	Student cites and more or less accurately uses some moral  theories to identify one or two issues
	Student cites and uses little or no theory to identify the moral/ethical issues
	　

	Develop a variety of ethical alternatives for resolving or at least addressing a problem in an academic researching and business.
	Student generates two or more relevant creative suggestions for addressing the issues posed by the case or the service learning experience
	Student generates a few creative suggestions for addressing the issues posed by the case or the service learning experience

	Student makes few creative suggestions for addressing the issues posed by the case or the service learning experience
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Be able to function independently and demonstrate a professional level of research that expands the fields of business-related research.
	Topic:______________
	Name:____________________
	Student ID: ____________________

	Class:_____________
	Date: ____________________
	


	Criteria
	Excellent (3 point)
	Acceptable (2 point)
	Unacceptable (1 point)
	Score

	Mastery of academic knowledge in the field

	Consistently applies academic advanced concepts to topics in subject area. 
	Frequently applies academic concepts to topics in subject area.
	Does not apply fundamental concepts to topics in subject area.

	　

	Ability to access and integrate information into a cohesive overview of current knowledge; ability to critically evaluate the meaning, value, and contribution of published literature in the field
	Command and understanding of the current research literature in the field.
	Relates and understands the current research literature in the field.
	Knowledge is unrelated to the current research literature in the field.
	　

	Ability to design and implement an appropriate collection and analysis of data or ability to articulate a critical response to dramatic or artistic theory, literature, design and performance in one's own work  or that of another artist
	Data interpretation is appropriate and creatively uses correct methodology; identifies weaknesses in interpretation; Demonstrates a an advanced ability to articulate a critical response to dramatic or artistic theory, literature, design and performance in one's own work or that of another artist
	Data interpretation is appropriate and uses many correct methodology; identifies some weaknesses in interpretation 
Demonstrates a an ability to articulate a critical response to dramatic or artistic theory, literature, design and performance in one's own work  or that of another artist
	Data interpretation is inappropriate and/or uses incorrect methodology; identifies no weaknesses in interpretation 
Demonstrates a  lack of ability to articulate a critical response to dramatic or artistic theory, literature, design and performance in one's own work  or that of another artist
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