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	Grading Rubric for ATD Juried Showcase Abstract

	
	Exceptional 
(20-25pts)
	Good
(15-19pts)
	Fair
(10-14pts)
	Poor
(1-9pts)

	Design Concept
(25pts)
	Provides a comprehensive and well-organized overview of the design concept. The purpose statement clearly outlines the objectives and goals of the design. Relevant literature is thoroughly discussed, establishing strong context and significance.
	Offers a clear overview of the design concept with an adequately detailed purpose statement. Some relevant literature is discussed but may lack depth or breadth in establishing context and significance.
	Provides a basic overview of the design concept. The purpose statement is vague or underdeveloped. Relevant literature is mentioned but not fully integrated into the discussion.
	The overview lacks clarity or organization. The purpose statement is unclear or missing. Little or no relevant literature is discussed, with minimal context provided.

	Method
(25pts)
	Offers a detailed and clear account of the design development process, including comprehensive explanations of materials, steps, and techniques. Effectively showcases both technical and creative aspects of the design.




	Provides a good explanation of the design process, covering most materials, steps, and techniques. Some aspects of the technical or creative process may be underexplained.
	Gives a basic description of the design process with limited details on materials, steps, or techniques. Lacks depth in explaining technical or creative elements.
	Provides an incomplete or disorganized explanation of the design process. Few details on materials, steps, or techniques are provided.

	
	Exceptional 
(16-20pts)
	Good
(11-15pts)
	Fair
(6-10pts)
	Poor
(1-5pts)

	Visual Element
(20pts)
	Image artifacts exceptionally illustrate the use of design elements and principles in creating a compelling design concept. The connection between the visual elements and the design concept is strong and enhances the overall design impact.
	Image artifacts demonstrate clear use of design elements and principles, contributing to a compelling design concept. The connection between the visual elements and the design concept is good but does not fully enhance the overall design impact. 
	Image artifacts show a basic application of design elements and principles, but the execution lacks depth or clarity. The connection between the visual elements and the design concept is weak, resulting in a less impactful design.
	Image artifacts poorly illustrate design elements and principles, with little attention to creating a compelling design concept. There is minimal or no connection between the visual elements and the design concept, leading to an unclear design concept.

	Conclusion
(20pts)
	Provides a thorough discussion of the design's cohesiveness, clearly explaining how all elements integrate to achieve the design's purpose. Strong emphasis on innovation, showing how the design contributes to the field, impacts current practices, and suggests future applications


	Discusses cohesiveness and innovation but lacks depth or clarity in some areas. Adequately explains integration of elements but may not fully demonstrate innovation or its contribution to the field.
	Gives a basic discussion of cohesiveness, but fails to explain how elements integrate fully. Discussion of innovation is minimal or lacks clarity.
	Provides an incomplete or unclear discussion of cohesiveness and innovation. Fails to adequately explain the integration of elements or the design’s impact.

	
	Exceptional 
(9-10pts)
	Good
(6-8pts)
	Fair
(3-5pts)
	Poor
(1-2pts)

	References
Formatting
(10pts)
	Fully adheres to formatting guidelines (margins, spacing, font, and title). References are correctly cited in APA 7th edition. No editing marks present. Scholarly resources are thorough and relevant.
	Mostly follows formatting guidelines with minor errors. References are generally correct but may have slight formatting issues. Scholarly resources are adequate but could be expanded.
	Some formatting guidelines are followed, but multiple errors are present. References may be incomplete or incorrectly cited. Limited scholarly resources.
	Major formatting issues throughout the document. References are mostly missing or incorrectly cited. Few scholarly resources.

	Reviewer’s comments
	


	TOTAL SCORE
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