Red Trillium Studio Tour
Jury Evaluation Criteria For Artist Submissions
1. Originality & Authorship Requirement
All work submitted for jurying and exhibition must be:
· Designed and made entirely by the applicant
· Produced by hand or under the direct physical control of the applicant
· Original in concept and execution
· Not manufactured, mass-produced, factory-produced, AI-generated, or commercially fabricated
· Not assembled from commercially produced components in a way that constitutes “production work” rather than original craft
The Red Trillium Studio Tour does accept:
· Limited edition, numbered prints
· Notecards
The Red Trillium Studio Tour does not accept:
· Purchased or imported work
· Work made by third parties, factories, or production studios
· Work created from kits, patterns, or commercially available templates where the primary creative authorship is not the applicant’s
The applicant must be the primary creative author and maker of all work exhibited.
For Jewellers:
· All pieces must be an original design within a particular jewellery style or cultural tradition.
· At least 75% of the content of the piece should be handcrafted by the artist. Chains and earwires are excluded from the 75% because these only support the design.
2. Image Authenticity Requirement 
Image Submission Requirements
All images submitted must:
· Depict actual work created by the applicant
· Represent work that is currently produced and available
· Be accurate representations of the applicant’s current body of work
· Not include work created by other artists, instructors, studios, or manufacturers
· Not include mockups, renderings, AI-generated images, or concept images
It is recommended that you include a 360-degree video of one of your pieces (this video can be used as promotional content upon acceptance to the tour)
The jury reserves the right to request:
· In-progress photos
· Studio photos
· Process documentation
· Additional views or details of submitted work
3. Declaration of Authorship 
All artists must declare that:  
· That all work submitted and exhibited is their own original work, made by them, and is accurately represented in the images provided.
· They understand that misrepresentation of authorship, process, or imagery is grounds for immediate removal from the tour.
4. Consequences Clause 
Misrepresentation Policy
Any artist found to have misrepresented:
· The authorship of their work
· The method of production
· Or the authenticity of their images
may be removed from the tour without refund and may be barred from future applications.
5. Optional: Process Transparency Question 
Artists have the option to describe their making process, tools, and materials.
(This should clearly explain what parts of the work are done by your own hand.)













RED TRILLIUM STUDIO TOUR
Jury Scoring Rubric (100 Points Total)
Each category is scored independently. Jurors should score based only on submitted images and written statements.
1. Authenticity & Artist-Made Integrity — 30 Points
Is this clearly the applicant’s own original, handmade work?
30–27 (Excellent)
· Work is clearly handmade and authored by the applicant
· Process and materials are evident and credible
· No indication of outsourcing, kits, resale, or production fabrication
· Work demonstrates personal authorship and maker’s hand
26–20 (Good)
· Appears handmade and original
· Minor ambiguities about process or components, but overall credible
· No obvious signs of production or resale
19–10 (Concern)
· Some red flags:
· Looks manufactured or overly uniform
· Process unclear or suspicious
· Work resembles commercially available products
· Statement avoids describing actual making process
9–0 (Unacceptable)
· Clear signs of:
· Resale or production work
· Outsourced fabrication
· AI-generated or mockup images
· Kit-based or factory-made work
2. Craftsmanship & Technical Skill — 25 Points
How well is the work made?
25–22 (Excellent)
· High level of technical execution
· Materials are handled with mastery
· Fit, finish, construction, and durability appear excellent
· Professional-level workmanship
21–16 (Good)
· Solid technical skill
· Minor inconsistencies or finish issues
· Overall competent and well made
15–8 (Developing)
· Visible technical issues:
· Rough finishing
· Inconsistent construction
· Weak structural or material handling
7–0 (Poor)
· Significant technical or structural flaws
· Work appears poorly constructed or fragile
3. Originality & Artistic Voice — 20 Points
Is there a distinct point of view or personal creative identity?
20–18 (Excellent)
· Clear, recognizable artistic voice
· Original ideas or distinctive approach
· Not derivative or trend-copying
17–13 (Good)
· Some personal style visible
· Familiar forms or genres, but with individual interpretation
12–6 (Weak)
· Generic, trend-driven, or derivative
· Little evidence of a unique voice
5–0 (Very Weak)
· Looks like mass-market or catalogue work
· No discernible originality
4. Cohesion & Body of Work — 15 Points
Does the work hang together as a coherent, professional collection?
15–13 (Excellent)
· Work shows a clear, consistent direction
· Pieces relate strongly in style, quality, and intent
· Reads as a mature, focused body of work
12–9 (Good)
· Mostly cohesive, with minor inconsistencies
8–4 (Weak)
· Disjointed or unfocused
· Looks like multiple unrelated styles or skill levels
3–0 (Poor)
· No visible cohesion or artistic direction

5. Presentation Quality (Images & Booth/Studio) — 10 Points
Do the images represent the work clearly and professionally?
10–9 (Excellent)
· Sharp, well-lit, accurate images
· Work is easy to evaluate
· Studio/booth images reinforce professionalism
8–6 (Good)
· Adequate documentation
· Minor lighting or composition issues
5–2 (Weak)
· Poor lighting, cluttered backgrounds, or unclear scale
· Difficult to judge quality of work
1–0 (Unacceptable)
· Misleading, low-quality, or inappropriate images
🚨 Automatic Disqualification Flags 
If any of these are identified, the application should be removed from jurying:
· Stock photos or images found online
· AI-generated or digitally fabricated “work”
· Work clearly purchased or mass-produced
· Inconsistent style suggesting multiple makers
· Misrepresentation of process or authorship

🧠 Optional Jury Instruction Sheet 
Add this guidance for jurors:
Jurors are not only evaluating artistic quality — they are protecting the integrity and reputation of the tour.
When in doubt about authenticity, process, or authorship, score conservatively or flag for follow-up.
📊 Scoring Interpretation Guide
· 85–100: Accept — Strong candidate
· 70–84: Accept if space allows / waitlist
· 55–69: Decline — not ready or not a fit
· Below 55: Decline

