RESPONSE TO LITERATURE RUBRIC

	Levels
	RESPONSE TO LITERATURE 2.2 (E2b)

	6
	· The writing presents an extremely well developed controlling idea that is precisely focused and articulate.
· The response definitively advances a judgment that is interpretive, analytic, evaluative, or reflective.

· The body conclusively supports a judgment through references to the text, references to other works, authors, non-print media, or references to personal knowledge.

· The response unquestionably demonstrates understanding of the literary work through suggestion and literary interpretation.

· The writing effortlessly recognizes possible ambiguities, nuances, and complexities.

· The essay is compelling and actively engages the reader or audience by establishing a strong context, creating a distinct persona, or otherwise developing reader interest.

· The conclusion provides a powerful sense of closure.

	5
	· The writing presents a well developed controlling idea that is clearly focused.

· The response effectively advances a judgment that is interpretive, analytic, evaluative, or reflective. (2.2.8)

· The body credibly supports a judgment through references to the text, references to other works, authors, non-print media, or references to personal knowledge. (2.2.6)

· The response clearly demonstrates understanding of the literary work through suggestion and literary interpretation. (2.2.7)

· The writing readily recognizes possible ambiguities, nuances, and complexities.

· The essay actively engages the reader or audience by establishing a context, creating a persona, or otherwise developing reader interest. (2.2.8)

· The conclusion provides a strong sense of closure.

	4
	· The writing presents a controlling idea that is developed and generally focused.

· The response advances a judgment that is interpretive, analytic, evaluative, or reflective.

· The body supports a judgment through references to the text, references to other works, authors, non-print media, or references to personal knowledge.

· The response demonstrates understanding of the literary work through suggestion and literary interpretation.

· The writing recognizes possible ambiguities, nuances, and complexities.

· The essay addresses the reader or audience by establishing a context, creating a persona, or otherwise developing reader interest.

· The conclusion provides a sense of closure.

	3
	· The writing presents a controlling idea that is somewhat focused but lacks adequate development.

· The response minimally suggests a judgment that is interpretive, analytic, evaluative, or reflective.

· The body may support a judgment through references to the text, references to other works, authors, non-print media, or references to personal knowledge.
· The response vaguely demonstrates understanding of the literary work through suggestion and literary interpretation.

· The writing may not establish a context, create a persona, or otherwise develop reader interest.

· The conclusion may lack a sense of closure.

	2
	· The writing presents a poorly developed or unclear controlling idea.
· The response may not suggest a judgment that is interpretive, analytic, evaluative, or reflective.

· The body demonstrates little evidence to support a judgment through references to the text, references to other works, authors, non-print media, or references to personal knowledge.

· The response offers no understanding of the literary work through suggestion and literary interpretation.

· The writing does not establish a context, create a persona, or otherwise develop reader interest.

· The conclusion does not provide a sense of closure.

	1
	· The writing lacks any controlling idea.
· The writing is characterized by confusion or uncertainty about the issue or task.


6.  Exceeds Standard
Indicates competence in all standards/benchmarks and exceptional performance in a few
5.  Meets Standard
Indicates general competence in all standards/benchmarks

4.  Emerging

Indicates general competence in most standards/benchmarks
3.  Fair


Indicates general competence in some standards/benchmarks

2.  Weak


Indicates general competence within a standard with difficulties in some benchmarks

1.  Poor


Indicates difficulties in a majority of standards/benchmarks
