	 Rubric 1 – Digital literacy and calculations
	Fail: 1
	Pass: 2
	Good: 3
	Very Good: 4

	1. Use excel worksheet to calculate the ratios and to create graphs for Michael Hell International Ltd.
	Excel formulas not used or, in general, not properly used. Graphs not linked to the ratios calculated. 
	Some ratios incorrectly used the Excel formulas in their calculations. Graphs incorrectly displayed but linked to the ratios calculated.
	Ratios are all calculated through Excel. Graphs are correctly linked to the ratios calculated and correctly displayed.
	In addition to ratios properly calculated using Excel, each Graph is well presented with titles and identification of the companies in the series.

	2. Use excel worksheet to calculate the ratios and to create graphs for Lovisa Holdings Ltd.
	Excel formulas not used or, in general, not properly used. Graphs not linked to the ratios calculated. 
	Some ratios incorrectly used the Excel formulas in their calculations. Graphs incorrectly displayed but linked to the ratios calculated.
	Ratios are all calculated through Excel. Graphs are correctly linked to the ratios calculated and correctly displayed.
	In addition to ratios properly calculated using Excel, each Graph is well presented with titles and identification of the companies in the series.

	3. Correct calculation of ratios and selection of the most appropriate ratios to make the decision of Michael Hell International Ltd.
	Less than 50% of the ratios are correctly calculated.
	50-64% of the ratios correctly calculated
	65-84% of the ratios are correctly calculated.
	85-100% of the ratios correctly calculated. Ratios are properly chosen.

	4. Correct calculation of ratios and selection of the most appropriate ratios to make the decision of Lovisa Holdings Ltd (same ratios chosen for Michael Hell).
	Less than 50% of the ratios are correctly calculated.
	50-64% of the ratios correctly calculated
	65-84% of the ratios are correctly calculated.
	85-100% of the ratios correctly calculated. Ratios are properly chosen.



   Individual Assignment Rubric



	  Analysis and Report
	Fail: 0
	Pass: 1
	Good: 2
	Very Good: 3

	1. Company background research
	Not provided.
	Operating activities of the two companies are described.
	Differences in the operating activities of the companies explained. Composition of the BOD and committees of each company is provided.
	In addition, changes in the BOD/committees of both companies are identified and compared. Any concerns raised in the chairman and directors’ report is identified.

	2. Comparative analysis of the ratios chosen that evaluate liquidity
	Analysis of the ratios is not provided
	The comparison of the ratios between the two companies across the 3 years is only covered in terms of comparing “higher” or “lower” than.
	The comparison of the ratios between the two companies across the 3 financial years is covered by providing the meaning of this comparison (e.g. what it means when the ratio decreased, what it means when the ratio of A is higher than the ratio of B).
	In addition to “Good”, some explanation based on additional information from the annual report that explains the changes of the ratios over time or the differences of the ratios between the two companies is provided

	3. Comparative analysis of the ratios chosen that evaluate solvency and profitability. 

	Analysis of the ratios is not provided
	The comparison of the ratios between the two companies across the 3 years is only covered in terms of comparing “higher” or “lower” than.
	The comparison of the ratios between the two companies across the 3 financial years is covered by providing the meaning of this comparison (e.g. what it means when the ratio decreased, what it means when the ratio of A is higher than the ratio of B).



	[bookmark: _GoBack]In addition to “Good”, some explanation based on additional information from the annual report that explains the changes of the ratios over time or the differences of the ratios between the two companies is provided

	4. Recommendation for making a decision and justification.
	A recommendation on the decision to be made was not included in the report.
No conclusion of the analysis is provided.
	A recommendation of the decision to be made is provided OR,
a conclusion of the analysis of liquidity, solvency and profitability is provided. 
	A recommendation for the decision to be made is clearly provided including some justification for the recommendation.
	A recommendation for the decision to be made is clearly provided with a very good justification of why this would be the best decision.

	5. Graphs included in the report
	No graphs were included in the report.
	Only some graphs were included OR
The graphs were not the same as the graphs created in the Excel worksheet.
	All graphs were the same as the graphs created in the Excel worksheet.
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