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1) 
Visual quality (visual appeal & creativity) 

Subtotal: 


20   
Product reflects outstanding graphic design qualities & creativity throughout.

16   
Visual quality is impressive, but some slides contain a few minor errors.
12   
Generally adequate visual quality with some errors or inconsistencies.

  8
Visual quality is unsatisfactory making text and images difficult to read.

  4   
Visual quality of both text and images is poor.  
2)
Content (text information)
Subtotal: 


20     Content rich. Ideas and explanations are thorough, innovative and original.

16   
Information and ideas are appropriate but lack full development.

12   
Information is limited; ideas are presented but lack cohesion/links.

  8
Information is generalized; ideas and connections are not developed.

  4   
Erroneous, incorrect or illogical ideas or information.
3)
Organization & mechanics (order, spelling, grammar) 
Subtotal: 


20     Presentation demonstrates an insightful sequencing of ideas which are error free.

16   
Presentation shows logical sequencing with minor grammatical/spelling errors.

12   
Logical sequencing of ideas attempted but not consistent; obvious errors of       sequential information, spelling, and grammar.

  8
Ideas are random. Sequence is confusing and disorganized. Major errors in spelling and grammar reduce effectiveness of presentation.
  4   
Illogical organization of ideas. Presentation is error-ridden, difficult to follow.
4)
Use of sources (cite websites & databases)
Subtotal: 


20     Uses a broad range of sources and documents those sources correctly.

16   
Uses a variety of authoritative sources, some errors in documentation.

12   
Uses some authoritative sources, errors and or inconsistencies in documentation.

  8
Uses limited number of sources, major errors in documentation apparent.
  4   
No sources cited.
5)
Presentation (layout & number of slides)
Subtotal:


20     Presentation is effective; layout of text and graphics is superb.

16   
Presentation is generally effective; text is in line with visual representations.

12   
Presentation is generally effective but images lack coherence with text.

  8
Presentation is limited in effectiveness; lack of coherence between images and text.

  4   
Presentation is totally ineffective. Text and images do not align.
Total Score:



