Assessment Rubric for Data Warehousing & Data Mining Assessment 1.
	STUDENT
	Jacob Evans
	GRADE
	67%

	Criteria
	Fail
(0-29%)
	Marginal Fail
(30-39%)
	Satisfactory
(40-49%)
	Good
(50-59%)
	Very Good
(60-69%)
	Excellent
(70-84%)
	Exceptional
(85-100%)

	Understanding of OLTP vs Data Warehouse (Task 1, 10%)
	Little to no understanding of OLTP or data warehouses. Discussion lacks relevance to the case study.
	Minimal understanding of OLTP and data warehouses. Discussion is poorly applied to the case study context.
	Basic understanding of OLTP vs data warehouses. Some relevance to the case study, but lacking depth or clarity.
	Clear understanding of OLTP vs data warehouses. Discussion is relevant to the case study and demonstrates basic application.
	Strong understanding of OLTP vs data warehouses with detailed and relevant discussion applied to the case study.
	Excellent understanding of OLTP vs data warehouses with well-structured and insightful discussion applied to the case study.
	Exceptional understanding of OLTP vs data warehouses, demonstrating nuanced insights and innovative application to the case study.

	Data Warehouse Architecture and ETL (Task 1, 15%)
	No explanation of data warehouse architecture or ETL process. Diagrams missing or irrelevant.
	Weak explanation of data warehouse architecture or ETL process. Diagrams are unclear or poorly applied.
	Basic explanation of data warehouse architecture and ETL process with relevant but simple diagrams.
	Clear explanation of data warehouse architecture and ETL process, supported by relevant diagrams.
	Strong explanation of data warehouse architecture and ETL process with detailed and accurate diagrams.
	Comprehensive explanation of data warehouse architecture and ETL process with insightful and precise diagrams.
	Exceptional explanation of data warehouse architecture and ETL process with innovative insights and professional-quality diagrams.

	Use of Data Marts (Task 1, 15%)
	No explanation of data marts or their relevance to the case study.
	Minimal understanding of data marts. Relevance to the case study is weak or unclear.
	Basic explanation of data marts with some relevance to the case study.
	Clear explanation of data marts and their application to the case study.
	Strong explanation of data marts with detailed and relevant application to the case study.
	Excellent explanation of data marts with insightful discussion and clear relevance to the case study.
	Exceptional explanation of data marts, demonstrating innovative and highly relevant application to the case study.

	Star Schema and Dimensions (Task 1, 10%)
	No explanation of star schema or its components. Diagrams missing or irrelevant. 
	Weak explanation of star schema with minimal understanding of facts and dimensions. Diagrams are unclear or poorly applied.
	Basic explanation of star schema and its components with simple but relevant diagrams.
	Clear explanation of star schema and its components with appropriate and accurate diagrams.
	Strong explanation of star schema and its components with detailed and insightful diagrams.
	Comprehensive explanation of star schema and its components with well-structured and precise diagrams.
	Exceptional explanation of star schema and its components, demonstrating innovative insights and professional-quality diagrams.

	Identification of Sources and Schema (Task 2, 25%)
	Sources and schema are incomplete or missing. No connection to case study requirements.
	Limited identification of sources and schema with weak or unclear connection to case study requirements.
	Basic identification of sources and schema with some relevance to the case study.
	Clear identification of sources and schema, relevant to the case study and demonstrating understanding of requirements.
	Strong identification of sources and schema with detailed and accurate application to the case study.
	Excellent identification of sources and schema with insightful and precise application to the case study.
	Exceptional identification of sources and schema, demonstrating innovative and highly relevant application to the case study.

	ETL Plan and Data Governance (Task 2, 25%)
	ETL plan and governance issues are incomplete or missing. No relevance to case study.
	Minimal ETL plan with limited discussion of governance issues. Weak relevance to the case study.
	Basic ETL plan with some discussion of governance issues. Relevance to the case study is clear but lacks depth.
	Clear ETL plan with relevant discussion of governance issues. Demonstrates understanding of case study requirements.
	Strong ETL plan with detailed and relevant discussion of governance issues.
	Excellent ETL plan with insightful and precise discussion of governance issues.
	Exceptional ETL plan with innovative insights and comprehensive discussion of governance issues, highly relevant to the case study.


Comments
Good description, well-focused on the needs and knowledge of the targets. To minimise workload on the tech team I’d probably just give the MD a direct view onto the DW itself rather than build a complete copy in a data mart, but the other data marts are good. Good use of examples. No need to describe the OLTP in such detail; it would be better to provide a diagram of a star and explain that. You could also include the company website – what are the most searched-for items that R&R don’t have? The schema is too small to be readable; in cases like this set the page to landscape to make the diagram larger. You’ve built a snowflake, with the Staff dimension linked to the Warehouse dimension; this is not as effective as a pure star schema. Be careful with the directions of your arrows. Aggregate and metadata are fine. The attribute-level ETL map is sensible, but the table-level one is needed.
