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	Author’s Name:

	Commentator’s Name:  



Paper Title:

Grade:       Out of 100 Points, determined as follows:

Points are awarded for each paper’s final version, 10 each from the following categories:

	Category
	Description

	Originality (10 points)
	It should be the student’s writing including the student’s writing of integration and linkages of others’ writings.

	Benefit and Value to IT (10 points)
	The paper should identify clear benefit of IT by showing how technology supports meaningfully important business processes. 

	Benefit and Value to the A5 Team (10 points)
	The paper should show a clear benefit and value to the Team’s IT Procurement Center of Competence, by directly addressing the required areas including, e.g., requirements, COTS environment, regulations, healthcare IT, security, etc.

	Technical Merit (10 points)
	The paper makes use of references and data as authority.  The paper makes sensible, cogent points with sound business and technical groundings.

	Formatting (10 points)
	The paper follows the outline in a meaningful and systematic way (see comment table below). The paper looks good, guides the reader through the material and has good “fit and finish.”

	Follows requirements (10 points)
	The paper has all sections, in the correct order and has met all submission deadlines.

	Uses a sound method (10 points)
	The research followed a sound, rigorous, scientifically acceptable methodology, including following ethical guidelines, e.g., IRB protocols as appropriate.

	Makes evidence-based recommendations (10 points)
	The paper makes evidence-based recommendations that are justified by the research findings presented.  Adequate source referencing is required.

	Readability (10 points)
	The paper is easy to read and follows an appropriate, logical and understandable flow. The paper uses good rhetorical devices including headings, tables, graphs, lists, etc.

	References (10 points)
	The paper includes adequate and appropriate citation of references including intext citations, reference lists at the end, appropriate quotations, etc.



Note that if it is determined that the concept paper is a “mash-up” of clips from the web, the maximum grade to be earned is a B.


Commenting Table
For each of the comment items below, select a rating and also provide at least a phrase of comment explaining the rating.  Use the following guidelines to assign the ranking on the scale:

“Very Good” indicates at least two examples are evident for the item; 
“Good” indicates one example is evident for the item; 
“OK” indicates the paper shows evidence that the item is likely achieved; 
“Poor” indicates the item is merely mentioned without understanding; 
“Needs Improvement” indicates inadequate evidence that the item was addressed or mastered.

	Comment Item
	Very Good
	Good
	OK
	Poor
	Needs Improvement

	The paper and research covers material from our course, our text, and also outside material.  It focuses on a goal or question appropriate to IT Procurement.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The title page is acceptable, and contains title, author’s name, the course title, and an abstract.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The abstract is acceptable, and contains a summary of the main points from the introduction, method, findings, recommendations, and value sections.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The introduction covers the issue or technique and, e.g., has objectives that are clear, achievable, and focus on IT Systems acquisition/integration.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 




	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comment Item
	Very Good
	Good
	OK
	Poor
	Needs Improvement

	The Method of Approach section describes how the investigation was performed with enough detail so that another IT professional could duplicate the study.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	Comment Item
	Very Good
	Good
	OK
	Poor
	Needs Improvement

	The Findings section describes what was found in the investigation with appropriate citations to reference material where it was found.  The findings bolster a) taking a path in technology for IT Systems acquisition/integration, b) making a business case for IT Systems acquisition/integration, or c) both.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The Recommendations section describes what is recommended be done to ensure quality IT Systems acquisition/integration as is in tune with the Findings section.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The Value section describes the value and importance of the findings and recommendations to a) the group’s final project IT Procurement CoC and b) the author’s education.
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The References and Bibliography cites adequate references and background material, and along with the Acknowledgement Section, utilizes appropriate techniques to give credit to other authors and credibility to the paper’s author.  
Comments:



	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 

	The overall writing and information in this paper is good.
Comments:
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
	
· 
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