Writing Rubric

	Criteria
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Mechanics of Writing (includes spelling, punctuation, grammar)
	Surface errors are pervasive enough that they impede communication of meaning.
	Frequent and repetitive mechanical errors that distract the reader. Uses documentation, but frequent formatting/citation errors are present; some sources have questionable credibility
	Some mechanical errors or typos are present, but are not overly distracting to the reader.
	Prose is largely free of mechanical errors, although a few may be present.
	Writer is clearly in control of standard, written American English.

	Evaluating and Documenting Sources (includes use of appropriate style, correct in-text and citation format, etc)
	Plagiarism; rarely follows any documentation format correctly; uses non-credible sources
	Uses documentation, but frequent formatting/citation errors are present; some sources have questionable credibility.
	Sources used are credible and documented appropriately to the discipline; formatting and citation is usually correct, but some lack of control is apparent.
	Documentation is appropriate and formatting/citation is correct, although a few errors/typos may be present; most sources are authoritative.
	There are virtually no errors in documentation format or citation; all sources are authoritative.

	Language Use and Audience Awareness (includes sentence construction, word choice, etc)


	Inappropriate word choice and/or sentence construction, lack of variety in language use. Writer appears to be unaware of audience. Use of "primer prose" indicates writer either doesn't apply figures of speech or uses them inappropriately.
	Some distracting and/or inconsistencies in language choice (register), sentence structure, and/or word choice are present. Sentence structure may be sporadic. The writer exhibits some lack of control in using figures of speech appropriately.
	Sentence structure is correct and occasionally varies. Language is appropriate to the targeted audience for the most part.

	The writer is clearly aware of audience; uses a variety of sentence structures and appropriate vocabulary for the target audience; uses figures of speech to communicate clearly.
	The writer uses a variety of sentence constructions, figures of speech, and word choice in unique and creative ways that are appropriate to purpose, discipline, and scope.

	Paragraph Development and Transitions

	Paragraphs and transitions consistently lack unity and coherence. No apparent connections between paragraphs. Transitions are inappropriate to purpose and scope. Organization is disjointed.
	Some paragraphs and transitions may lack logical progression of ideas, unity, coherence, and/or cohesiveness. Some degree of organization is evident.
	Paragraphs are generally competent, but ideas may show some inconsistency in organization and/or in their relationships to each other.
	A logical progression of ideas between paragraphs is apparent. Paragraphs exhibit a unity, coherence, and cohesiveness. Topic sentences and concluding remarks are used as appropriate to purpose, discipline, and scope.
	There is a sophisticated construction of paragraphs and transitions. Ideas universally progress and relate to each other. The writer has been careful to use paragraph and transition construction to guide the reader. Paragraph structure is seamless. Individually and collectively, paragraphs are coherent and cohesive — they “sparkle.”


Writing Rubric (continued)
	Criteria
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Thesis
Development and Purpose

	Paper lacks any discernible overall purpose or organizing claim.
	Thesis and/or main claim is insufficiently developed and/or vague; purpose is not clear.
	Thesis and/or main claim is apparent and appropriate to purpose.
	Thesis and/or main claim is clear, forecasting development of paper. It is descriptive and reflective of the arguments and appropriate to the purpose.
	Thesis and/or main claim is comprehensive; contained within the thesis is the essence of the paper. Thesis statement makes the purpose of the paper clear.

	Argument Logic and Construction

	Statement of purpose is not justified by the conclusion. The conclusion does not support the claim made. Argument is in part or wholly incoherent.
	Sufficient justification of claims is lacking. Argument lacks consistent unity. There are obvious flaws in the logic.
	Argument is orderly, but may have a few inconsistencies. The argument presents minimal justification of claims. Argument logically, but not thoroughly, supports the purpose.
	Argument is strong, showing logical progressions. Firm control of the technique of argumentation is evident. Smooth progression of claims.
	Clear and convincing argument that presents a persuasive claim in a unique and compelling manner.

	Evidence

	Evidence is absent, inappropriate, and/or irrelevant.
	Weak, marginal evidence. Large gaps in the presentation of evidence, resulting from inconsistent connections with the argument.
	Evidence, such as textual sources, personal experience and observation, is appropriate to audience and rhetorical situation The evidence is the minimum in quantity and quality acceptable to support the argument.
	A diversity of types of evidence is present. The evidence extends beyond what is needed to support the argument effectively.
	The type, quantity, and/or quality of evidence resonates with the claims, argument and the structure of the paper. Irrefutable evidence from theoretical, academic, and practical sources is convincingly presented.


