
MCT4012 Final Assessment Rubric 
 

Criteria A (100-89) B (88-77) C (76-65) D (64-53) E (52-41) F (40-0) 

Organization of ideas 

The extent to which 

the ideas in the report 

are well organized 

into sub-topics, and 

paragraphs for the 

best possible 

structure, readability, 

and flow.  

 

[weighting 40%] 

 

 

 

The report was very well 

organized. The contents 

flowed in a manner that was 

easy to follow and 

understand. The material 

transitioned seamlessly 

across paragraphs. 

 

The text and images chosen 

were appropriate and very 

relevant to the topic and 

conveyed in an excellent 

manner the report’s purpose.  

 

The language was very 

appropriate to address an 

audience with expertise in 

music technology and 

interactive research designs. 

 

There was logical flow 

between the sections. Each 

topic was introduced and 

there was consistent use of 

terms. Terms and 

abbreviations were defined 

when needed.  

 

The student demonstrated 

good engagement with the 

sources by understanding the 

research in the context of the 

field.  

 

The report was well 

organized. The contents were 

easy to follow and understand. 

The material transitioned 

across most paragraphs. 

 

The text and images chosen 

were and relevant to the topic 

and joined well together with 

the text.  

 

The language was appropriate 

to address an audience with 

some knowledge of music 

technology and interactive 

research designs. 

 

There was logical flow 

between the sections. Each 

topic was introduced and 

there was consistent use of 

terms. Terms and 

abbreviations were defined 

when needed.  

 

The student demonstrated 

engagement with the sources 

by understanding the research 

in the context of the field.  

 

The report organized okay. 

The section headings make 

some sense, but not at other 

times. The content is unevenly 

distributed and transitions not 

so smoothly.  

 

The text and images chosen 

were somewhat relevant to the 

topic but it is not clear how 

much they add to the text.  

 

The language was somewhat 

appropriate for music 

technology and interactive 

research designs. 

 

There was choppy flow 

between the sections. Each 

topic was introduced but there 

was semi-consistent use of 

terms. Terms and 

abbreviations were somewhat 

defined when needed.  

 

The student demonstrated 

some engagement with the 

sources by understanding the 

research in the context of the 

field.  

 

The report was not very well 

organized. The contents 

flowed in a manner that was 

easy to follow and understand. 

The material transitioned 

seamlessly across paragraphs. 

 

The text and images chosen 

were not appropriate and not 

relevant to the topic and did 

not add to the report’s 

purpose.  

 

The language was 

inappropriate to address an 

audience in music technology 

and interactive research 

designs. 

 

There was poor flow between 

the sections. Each topic was 

introduced and there was 

inconsistent use of terms. 

Terms and abbreviations were 

poorly defined when needed.  

 

The student demonstrated 

little engagement with the 

sources by understanding the 

research in the context of the 

field.  

 

The report lacked 

organization. The contents did 

not in a manner that was easy 

to follow and understand. The 

material did not transition 

seamlessly across paragraphs. 

 

The text and images chosen 

were not appropriate and 

relevant to the topic and were 

not conveyed in a manner the 

report’s purpose.  

 

The language was informal or 

otherwise inappropriate to 

address an audience with 

expertise in music technology 

and interactive research 

designs. 

 

There was no flow between 

the sections. Each topic was 

introduced and there was 

inconsistent use of terms. 

Terms and abbreviations were 

not defined when needed.  

 

The student demonstrated no 

engagement with the sources 

by understanding the research 

in the context of the field.  

 

The report was poorly 

organized. The contents were 

haphazardly put together, in a 

manner that makes it difficult 

to understand.  

 

The text and images were 

unnecessary or inappropriate.  

 

The language was not that of 

scientific writing, but 

informal and easy to 

misinterpret.  

 

The report presents no level of 

sophistication, both technical 

and conceptual. 

 

Content 

The extent to which 

the report includes 

reflection and 

considerations on 

engaging with various 

types of research.  

 

[weighting 30%] 

The contents of the report 

are very well formulated. 

The report demonstrates 

thinking across research 

methodologies well and 

demonstrates an 

understanding of how 

research motivations fit in 

with research design and 

execution.  

 

The report demonstrates an 

understanding of research 

design, and scope. The 

comments and summaries 

are reasonable and take into 

The contents of the report are 

well formulated. The report 

demonstrates thinking across 

research methodologies and 

demonstrates an 

understanding of how 

research motivations fit in 

with research design.  

 

The report demonstrates an  

understanding of research 

design, and scope. The 

comments and summaries are 

reasonable and take into 

consideration the research 

process of the sources.  

 

The contents of the report are 

formulated okay. The report 

demonstrates some thinking 

across research methodologies 

and understanding how 

research motivations fit in 

with research design and 

execution.  

 

The report demonstrates some 

understanding of research 

design, and scope. The 

comments and summaries are 

reasonable and take into some 

consideration, the research 

process of the sources.  

 

The contents of the report are 

not well formulated. The 

report demonstrates little 

thinking across research 

methodologies and understand 

how research motivations fit 

in with research design and 

execution.  

 

The report demonstrates little 

understanding of research 

design, and scope. The 

comments and summaries but 

do not take into consideration 

the research process of the 

sources.  

 

The contents of the report lack 

formulation. The report does 

not demonstrate thinking 

across research 

methodologies, or an 

understanding of how 

research motivations fit in 

with research design and 

execution.  

 

The report does not 

demonstrate an understanding 

of research design, and scope. 

The comments and summaries 

are unreasonable, and do not 

take into consideration the 

The contents of the report are 

not well formulated at all. The 

summarization is teleological 

and displays a lack of original 

thinking or engagement with 

the material.  

 

Not enough thought is 

provided to the research 

design and scope. If there is 

critique, it is very crude.  

 

The report does not 

demonstrate a thorough 

understanding of validity, 

specificity, and 



consideration the research 

process of the sources.  

 

The report engages with a 

thorough understanding of 

validity, specificity, and 

reproducibility of research 

methods.  

The report engages with a 

demonstrable understanding 

of validity, specificity, and 

reproducibility of research 

methods.  

The report engages with some 

understanding of validity, 

specificity, and 

reproducibility of research 

methods.  

The report engages with no 

understanding of validity, 

specificity, and 

reproducibility of research 

methods.  

research process of the 

sources.  

 

The report does not 

demonstrate a thorough 

understanding of validity, 

specificity, and 

reproducibility of research 

methods. 

reproducibility of research 

methods.  

Writing and Grammar 

 

[weighting 20%] 

The writing in this report 

was clear, concise, and 

written in an academic style. 

The tone was maintained 

throughout the report, and 

the writing contributed to the 

report being hard to 

misinterpret.  

 

The writing was 

grammatical. The structure 

of sentences was varied, and 

kept the writing interesting, 

without losing grip on the 

key ideas. The report was 

evidently edited. Excessively 

flamboyant or metaphoric 

writing was avoided.  

The writing in this report was 

clear and written in an 

academic style. The tone was 

maintained throughout the 

report, and the writing 

contributed to the report being 

hard to misinterpret heavily.  

 

The writing was grammatical. 

The structure of sentences 

was varied, and kept the 

writing mostly interesting, 

without losing grip on the key 

ideas. The report was 

evidently edited. Excessively 

flamboyant or metaphoric 

writing was avoided.  

The writing in this report was 

somewhat clear, concise, and 

mostly written in an academic 

style. The tone was 

maintained throughout the 

report, and the writing 

contributed to the report being 

hard to misinterpret.  

 

The writing was quite 

grammatical. The structure of 

sentences was varied, and 

kept the writing somewhat 

interesting, without losing 

grip on the key ideas. The 

report was perhaps edited. 

Excessively flamboyant or 

metaphoric writing was 

mostly avoided.  

The writing in this report was 

somewhat unclear, not so 

concise, and written in a semi-

academic style. The tone was 

somewhat maintained 

throughout the report, but the 

writing contributed to the 

report being easy to 

misinterpret.  

 

The writing was somewhat 

grammatical. The structure of 

sentences was not varied and 

kept the writing interesting. 

The key ideas got lost 

occasionally. The report was 

evidently unedited. 

Excessively flamboyant or 

metaphoric writing was 

somewhat avoided.  

The writing in this report was 

unclear, lacked specificity, 

and was not written in an 

academic style. The tone was 

maintained throughout the 

report, and the writing 

contributed to the report being 

hard to misinterpret.  

 

The writing was somewhat 

grammatical. The structure of 

sentences was not varied, and 

the writing was not 

interesting. The grip on key 

ideas was lost. The report was 

evidently not edited. 

Excessively flamboyant or 

metaphoric writing was not 

avoided.  

The writing in this report was 

unacceptable. The tone was 

informal, or inappropriate, 

and there was a clear lack of 

editing, revision, and original 

thinking.  

 

The writing lacked well-

formed grammar. The 

sentences were drab and 

repetitive.  

Referencing and 

Argumentation 

The extent to which 

the report uses 

credible, recent, and 

thorough references.  

 

[weighting 10%] 

Citations and reference list 

were fully compliant with a 

chosen style of referencing 

and this style is kept 

consistent throughout the 

report.  

 

References were used and 

cited well. The core 

arguments are supported, 

and sources are not just 

paraphrased but engaged 

with.  

 

Quotations have been 

appropriately cited and 

formatted in the report. 

 

Citations and reference list 

were mostly compliant with a 

chosen style of referencing 

and this style is kept mostly 

consistent throughout the 

report.  

 

References were used and 

cited mostly everywhere. The 

core arguments are mostly 

supported, and sources are not 

just paraphrased but engaged 

with most of the times.  

 

Quotations have been 

appropriately cited and 

formatted in the report. 

Citations and reference list 

were somewhat compliant 

with a chosen style of 

referencing and is somewhat 

consistent throughout the 

report.  

 

References were used and 

cited, but more citation is 

needed. The core arguments 

are sometimes unsupported, 

and sources are somewhat 

paraphrased rather than 

engaged with.  

 

Quotations have not been 

appropriately cited and 

formatted in the report. 

 

Citations and reference list 

were not fully compliant with 

a chosen style of referencing 

and this style is not fully 

consistent throughout the 

report.  

 

References were used and 

cited well. The core 

arguments are unsupported, 

and sources are just 

paraphrased but not really 

engaged with.  

 

Quotations have not been 

appropriately cited and 

formatted in the report. 

 

Citations and reference list 

were not compliant with a 

chosen style of referencing 

and this style is inconsistent 

throughout the report.  

 

References were sparsely / 

poorly used and cited. The 

core arguments are 

unsupported, and sources are 

just paraphrased and not 

engaged with.  

 

Quotations have not been 

appropriately cited and 

formatted in the report. 

 

Citations and reference list 

were left a lot missing.  

 

References were used 

incorrectly or cited 

improperly. The core 

arguments are unsupported.  

 

Quotations aren’t 

appropriately cited and 

formatted in the report. 

 

  

Criteria Pass Fail 

Project and report 

files  

[weighting 0%] 

Submitted Not submitted 

Post on MCT Blog Post created Post not created 



[weighting 0%] 

 

Grade: 

 

Comments: 

 


