PAGE  
2
Evaluating Writing





Student:____________________________

Assessment Rubric for Mini-Analyses

Sufficient Rationale for evaluating artifact (5 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	Clear, insightful introduction of sufficient rationale that compels the unfolding of a fully elaborated evaluation of a complex rhetorical artifact; Superior thesis opens up insightful dialogue of inquiry with reader; rationale continues to develop and expand throughout argument
	Clear introduction of sufficient rationale that calls for full development of evaluation of artifact; Strong thesis promises to engage reader in insightful dialogue concerning how to evaluate the artifact; rationale sustained throughout argument
	Beginning of development of a sufficient rationale that calls for development; Thesis promises to engage reader in dialogue concerning the method in relation to the artifact; rationale sustained for the most part, though inconsistently
	Rationale stated, but insufficient; Thesis, if present, does not connect method to the artifact, or engages in misapplication of chosen method
	Discussion of rationale absent or completely confused; Arguing for or against issue in text; Thesis missing; misguided use of text


Sustained, insightful discussion of method/artifact (5 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	Illuminates the method with clarity and intellect  (what the text is about—the issue); Understanding of method clearly and powerfully grounded in specific and salient examples from the artifact; significant insight into nature of evaluation of writing expressed 
	Explains the method covered in the text with clear language and obvious understanding; Exposition of method grounded in specific examples from artifact; insight into nature of evaluation expressed
	Describes the method used; Description of method grounded in examples from text; some insight into evaluation expressed
	Mentions or gives a partial discussion of the method, does not explain it; Description of method, if present, lacks sufficient grounds from textual examples; little insight expressed
	Fails to mention or even give a partial discussion of the method; misguided use of text; no insight expressed


Point, Illustration, Explanation (5 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	Excellent topic sentences that powerfully connect claim of thesis to specific aspects of text; text correctly cited and formatted; varied use of signal phrases; evidence clearly and effectively supports content; explanations smoothly complement and support writer’s points and illuminates evidence
	Strong topic sentences clearly connect claim to specific aspects of the text; text correctly cited and formatted; consistent use of signal phrases; evidence clearly supports content; explanations complement and support writer’s points
	Adequate topic sentences, though somewhat mechanical; text correctly cited and formatted, though with some inconsistency; evidence supports content, though perhaps relying too much on summary; explanations adequately support writer’s ideas; delivery lacks smooth incorporation
	Poor topic sentences; incorrect citation and format; lack of support from text; using summary instead of explanation; explanation confined to one dimension; evidence does not complement writer’s ideas
	Topic sentences lacking; inaccurate evidence or no textual evidence used; no connection between content and text; one dimension represented; cliches and generalizations strung together; explanations, if present, stridently fail to complement and support actual text or any point about the text


Progress & Effort (20 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	Revision process indicates clear development; supportive participation in peer work-shopping; all essay requirements successfully met with excellence apparent; full participation in all aspects of process and clear benefit for other students during process
	Revision process indicates significant development; effective participation in peer work-shopping; all essay requirements met; full participation in all aspects of process
	Revision process indicates development; participation in peer work-shopping; all essay requirements met; participation in all aspects of process
	Little development evident; partial participation in peer work-shopping; Some essay requirements met; participation in some aspects of process
	Revision process not followed; peer work-shopping incomplete; essay requirements not met; all aspects of process not participated in


Organization (5 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	Subtly planned; Essay ordered in necessary steps that reveal a sense of symmetry and emphasis; Paragraphs unified and coherent; Transitions consistently reveal progress of the argument
	Essay ordered in necessary steps; Paragraphs unified and coherent; Transitions, though functional, fail to consistently reveal progress of the argument
	Order of essay apparent; paragraphs unified and for the most part coherent; Inconsistent transitions that are merely functional
	Order or emphasis of essay inappropriate; Paragraphs jumbled or underdeveloped; Transitions unclear, mechanical, or tedious
	Order and emphasis of essay indiscernible; Paragraphs lacking or wholly arbitrary; Transitions lacking


Style and Clarity (5 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	Sentences that are varied and forceful; diction that is fresh, precise, and idiomatic; Tone that complements the subject, distinguishes the writer, and defines the audience
	Sentences that are correct and varied; diction that is clear and idiomatic; Tone that fits the subject, persona, and audience
	Sentences that are correct for the most part, but ordinary; Diction that is generally correct and idiomatic; Tone that is acceptable for the subject
	Sentences that lack necessary subordination, are tedious patterns, or immature; Diction that is vague or unidiomatic; tone inconsistent or inappropriate for audience; Paper written for instructor as audience
	Sentences that are incoherent; diction that is nonstandard; Tone indiscernible


Usage, Mechanics, and MLA format (5 points)

	Excellent
	Good
	Adequate
	Poor
	Failing

	In accord with standard usage and MLA format
	No serious deviations from standard usage and MLA format
	Few deviations from standard usage, word choice, punctuation, spelling, and MLA format
	Difficulty with fragments, run-on sentences, comma splices, agreement, or other distracting features in usage, word choice, punctuation, spelling, and MLA format
	Serious problems with fragments, run-on sentences, comma splices, agreement, or other distracting features in usage, word choice, punctuation, spelling and MLA format (or the lack thereof)


Total: _____/50
