Intellectual Property Law - Creative Project Instructions
Instructions: 
This assessment has two parts, Part A (Creative project) and Part B (Reflection). Please read both assessment instructions together. Both assessments are to be submitted online together. 
PART A- Creative project
Weight: 15% 
Type of Collaboration: Individual 
Submission: Online 
Format: This can be any type of format - video, artistic work or design, information poster, social media content, piece of music, website. If you are not sure or need ideas please reach out to the subject convenor. 
Length: One page 
Use of Artificial Intelligence: Generative AI may be used for this project as long as it is acknowledged and the particular copyright implications discussed in the report. Instructions: 
If there are issues with the online submission of the creative report please let the convenor know before the deadline. 
Details:
The class is designing an educational resource online zine. Students are to design a one page poster/explainer (see other formats above) about an issue in intellectual property. It may be about a case, a recent issue, a policy initiative or anything IP related (i. e copyright, design, trade marks, or patents). It can be in the form of prose, poetry, a cartoon, an artwork, or any medium you like. Students should email or meet with the subject coordinator to discuss the project they are proposing and to make sure it is appropriate. Please look at the marking rubric to see what your project must include. 
Marking Criteria
	Criteria
	High Distinction
	Distinction
	Credit
	Pass
	Unsatisfactory

	Creativity and Originality (5 marks)
	Highly original and creative project showing evidence of thought and planning.
	Project portrayed in a creative manner with original thought and it is clear that time and planning went into its creation.
	Project portrayed creatively although not very original and more time could have been spent in its planning
	Some originality involved but appears rushed or little thought put in to the project.
	Project is incomplete or lacks any originality. Project has had very little thought put into it.

	Relevance to IP issues (5 marks)
	Project portrays the IP issue in a highly original and creative manner that demonstrates a sophisticated and nuanced understanding of the IP context and debate.
	Project portrays an IP issue in a creative manner that demonstrates a sound understanding of IP context and debate.
	Mostly accurate representation of the IP issue with perhaps some minor flaws in understanding or context.
	Some understanding of the IP issues demonstrated. However there may be minor misunderstandings of the issue.
	Difficult to discern relationship between the project and the IP issue. IP issue is not relevant or clear.

	Presentation (5 marks)
	Project is presented in an extremely polished way, demonstrating great attention to detail.
	Project is presented in a polished way with minor errors in detail.
	Project is presented in an appropriate manner for the medium of presentation. Some improvement in editing/polishing/attention to presentation detail needed.
	Presentation is adequate given medium of presentation selected. However, there are numerous errors in editing/flaws in presentation that detract from the project.
	Project is incomplete or has numerous flaws that detracts from its overall presentation. Presentation is rushed or shows little time spent on it.




PART B- Reflection
Weighting: 30%
Type of Collaboration: Individual 
Submission: Online 
Format:
· Report with references in footnotes in AGLC 4
· Headings and footnotes excluded from word count 
· Length: 1,500 words 
Use of Artificial Intelligence: 
Students should give serious thought to whether a generative AI tool is an authoritative source of legal information. The School of Law does not consider Generative AI to be a reliable or authoritative source of legal information. However, if you do use Generative AI, you MUST acknowledge this as a source. If you do not acknowledge the source, it is academic misconduct under the University’s student misconduct rule. 
Details:
Students are to provide a 1500 word report on their creative project. The report should detail:
· how their project is relevant to IP issues
· any relevant IP issues that need to be discussed if the piece were to be published (for e.g attribution, licensing, permissions etc)
· what their project is seeking to say about IP issues (i.e the argument or position)
References to relevant cases and legislation is required as is AGLC 4 referencing. Please note: a random selection of reports will be selected where the student must have a consultation with the subject convenor to explain their reports and how they conducted the research. This is an integrity measure to maintain the integrity of the assignment. 
Marking Criteria
	Criteria
	High Distinction
	Distinction
	Credit
	Pass
	Unsatisfactory

	Explanation of IP context and debate on issue represented (5 marks)
	Explanation of IP context is accurate, relevant, and demonstrates an excellent, creative argument concerning the debate represented
	Explanation of IP context is accurate, relevant, and shows a good understanding and creative stance on the issue or debate.
	Explanation of IP context is accurate and shows an interpretation and stance on an IP debate.
	Explanation of IP context is accurate but trivial and doesn’t refer to the more nuanced debates around the topic.
	Explanation of IP context contains many errors or is not wholly accurate or the issue is too simplistic or trivial

	Explanation of relationship between representation in project and IP theme (5 marks)
	Reflection shows a highly creative and highly thought out connection between the project and IP theme.
	Reflection shows a highly thought out connection between the project and IP theme.
	Reflection shows a relevant connection between the project and IP theme.
	Reflection shows a connection between the project and IP theme but relevancy is questionable.
	Reflection does not demonstrate a connection between the project and an IP theme, or the connection is unconvincing or trivial.

	Identification of appropriate legislation and cases relevant and evidence of additional research outside of class materials (5 marks)
	Evidence of additional research is incorporated into the report in a thoughtful and sophisticated way. All relevant cases and legislation referred to.
	Evidence of additional research is incorporated into the report in a thoughtful way. Cases and legislation referred to are relevant to issue.
	Some evidence of additional research. Cases and legislation referred to relevant to issue.
	One or two cases and legislation referred to but has missed significant relevant material.
	No evidence of additional research. No cases or legislation referred to.

	Identification of all IP issues concerned with publishing project (for e.g permissions, licences, attributions etc) (6 marks)
	Has identified all IP issues with the hypothetical publication of the project accurately and persuasively.
	Has identified all IP issues with the hypothetical publication of the project accurately.
	Has identified most IP issues with the hypothetical publication but have missed some concerns.
	Has identified one or two IP issues with the hypothetical publication but they are not wholly accurate or not relevant.
	Hasn’t identified any IP issues with the hypothetical publication of the project.

	Written expression, logical analysis and structure (5 marks)
	The report is very well written and clearly expressed.
	The report is well structured and organised in a highly logical manner. No spelling or grammar issues.
	The report is well written and expressed. The report is structured well and organised in a logical manner with a good argument. Little to no spelling or grammar issues.
	The report is generally well written. The report is logical in its approach and shows a development of argument. Some minor grammar and spelling issues. The report may need to be better organised.
	The report is disorganised and is difficult to follow. Many grammar and spelling issues detract from readability. Written expression is poor, resulting in difficulty understanding the content, or the answer is in point form only (ie, not proper sentences). Grammar and spelling issues prevalent.

	Has correctly and ethically referenced information from a range of primary and secondary sources in accordance with AGLC 4th edition guidelines. (4 marks)
	All sources are cited and references comply with AGLC guidelines. 
	All sources are cited and references comply with AGLC guidelines.
	Some minor errors in formatting. No pinpoint referencing missing.
	Cited sources contain some minor errors in formatting but every source is cited.
	Use of non-academic or poor quality academic sources such as law firm websites, blogs or law summary texts. Not all sources are cited or are cited incorrectly according to AGLC guidelines or no referencing apparent.



