Grading Rubric: SDG Advocacy Artwork

1. Research and Understanding of SDG 

Exemplary (91–100%)
· Clearly explains the SDG’s purpose, context, targets, indicators, and progress.
· Integrates at least two credible sources beyond the UN SDG website (e.g., WHO, peer-reviewed articles, policy briefs).
· Provides a detailed analysis of current global challenges, successes, and opportunities.
· Links global issues to micro-level solutions by identifying daily actions.
· Graduate students include both individual and business-level actions; undergraduate students focus on individual actions. 

Proficient (70–90%)
· Explains the SDG’s purpose, context, targets, and indicators with only minor omissions or inaccuracies.
· Uses at least one credible source beyond the UN SDG website.
· Describes current SDG progress and some global challenges.
· Identifies daily actions, though with less detail or integration.
· Graduate students refer to both levels of action, though may lack clarity. 

Developing (60–69%)
· Includes basic explanation of the SDG’s purpose, targets, or indicators but with noticeable omissions or vague descriptions.
· Uses fewer than two credible sources or lacks source depth.
· Mentions daily actions but without elaboration or differentiation between levels.

Beginning (Below 60%)
· Explanation of SDG purpose, targets, indicators or progress contains major gaps, major omissions, or major inaccuracies.
· Relies only on the UN SDG website.
· Makes little or no mention of daily actions. 

No Credit (0%)
· No evidence of research or explanation provided. 

2. Original Artwork and Visual Representation 

Exemplary (91–100%)
· Artwork is highly original and conceptually strong.
· Clearly represents the SDG’s overview, targets, indicators, and progress.
· Includes four daily actions:
· Undergraduate: four individual actions.
· Graduate: two individual and two business- or system-level actions.
· Visual elements such as symbolism, color, or texture are thoughtfully used.
· If text is used (e.g., interview quote), it supports the message. 
· AI-generated elements are clearly disclosed and ethically used.
 
Proficient (70–90%)
· Artwork is original and communicates key SDG elements.
· Includes four daily actions, though visual integration may be less effective.
· Some symbolic or thematic elements are present.
· AI use is disclosed and acceptable. 

Developing (60–69%)
· Artwork shows effort but lacks clarity or originality.
· Some SDG elements are unclear or missing.
· Fewer than four daily actions included or level differentiation unclear.
· Minimal or inconsistent use of artistic elements.
· AI use may be present but not fully disclosed. 

Beginning (Below 60%)
· Artwork is basic, incomplete, or not aligned with the SDG.
· Daily actions are missing or unrelated.
· Visual expressions are minimal.
· AI use is inappropriate or undisclosed. 

No Credit (0%)
· No artwork submitted or completely unrelated to the assignment. 

3. Artist’s Statement 

Exemplary (91–100%)
· Clearly and insightfully explains the connection between artwork and SDG.
· Covers overview, targets, indicators, and progress in depth.
· Explains four daily actions:
· Undergraduate: four individual actions.
· Graduate: two individual and two business-level actions.
· Graduate students incorporate insights from a business or organizational interview to explain real-world barriers and how they influenced the artwork.
· Uses at least two credible sources beyond the SDG site.
· Ends with a thought-provoking engagement prompt or reflection.
· AI not used to generate written content, or usage clearly disclosed if applicable. 

Proficient (70–90%)
· Statement is well organized and clear.
· SDG content and daily actions are addressed, though one area may lack detail.
· Graduate interview insights are referenced but may not be fully developed.
· At least one credible source used.
· Engagement prompt is included. 



Developing (60–69%)
· Statement provides basic description with unclear links to the SDG or artwork.
· One or more required elements (e.g., daily actions, research sources) are missing or underdeveloped.
· Graduate-level expectations not clearly met.
· Engagement question is vague or superficial. 

Beginning (Below 60%)
· Statement lacks organization or omits major elements.
· Fails to explain the SDG or connect it meaningfully to the artwork.
· No clear engagement prompt.
· Graduate-level components are missing.
· May violate AI-use expectations. 

No Credit (0%)
· No artist’s statement submitted. 


4. Submission and Peer Engagement 

Exemplary (91–100%)
· Replies to at least three peers with thoughtful, respectful feedback using rubric criteria.
· Responses advance peer thinking and demonstrate engagement.
· Participates in peer voting:
· Online: uses thumbs-up in Canvas on two artworks.
· In-Person: participates in sticker/dot voting or class poll.
· Responds to comments or questions when applicable. 

Proficient (70–90%)
· Replies to three peers with appropriate but somewhat general feedback.
· Participates in voting (Canvas or in-person).
· May not respond to follow-up questions. 

Developing (60–69%)
· Replies to fewer than three peers or feedback is minimal.
· Participates partially in voting.
· Little engagement beyond basic requirements. 

Beginning (Below 60%)
· Minimal or superficial peer interaction.
· Fewer than three replies.
· No meaningful voting or participation. 



No Credit (0%)
· No engagement with peers.

