

Presenter:


Grading Rubric for Rhetorical Analysis Presentation, Essay # 1 (5% of class grade = 5 points)
	Criteria
	Levels of Achievement

	

	4
	3
	2
	1

	Content and organization 

(x 3)
	Thesis is easily identifiable, and plausible and connects well with the presentation title. All content is relevant to thesis thesis and organized in a clear and logical sequence. Excellent transitions from point to point.
Source text is thoroughly and effectively contextualized with well-supported analysis of  rhetorical structure: audience, purpose, ethos, pathos, and logos. 

2
	Thesis is slightly unclear, or lacking in insight or originality. Presentation title does not connect well with thesis. Most of the content is relevant to the presentation topic; sequence of main ideas is good but could be improved.
Contextualization and analysis of source text is good and somewhat supported but could be improved 

1.5
	Thesis is unclear. Presentation title and thesis do not seem related. Some main ideas seem to be out of logical sequence.
Incomplete contextualization and analysis of source text; parts of rhetorical triangle or appeals may be missing; little support is provided

1
	Thesis is difficult to identify. Content is confusing or not relevant to the presentation topic; there is no clear plan for the organization of information.
Poor contextualization and analysis of source text; not supported by examples 
.5

	Visual literacy

(x 2)
	Visuals have a clear relation to the topic and effectively enhance the presentation.
Use of fonts, italics, bold, indentations, background, and colors enhances readability and consistent throughout the presentation. 

1
	Usually, visuals have a clear relation to the topic and somewhat effectively enhance the presentation. 

Use of fonts, italics, bold, indentations, background, and colors enhances readability but not consistent throughout the presentation. 

Sometimes, text on a slide is somewhat long or not to the point.
.75
	Visuals are not always related to the topic and do not enhance the presentation. Use of fonts, italics, bold, indentations, background, and colors are not consistent throughout the presentation and readability is bad.

Texts are usually too long and not to the point.
.50
	Most of the visuals have nothing to do with the topic.

Texts on slides are extremely difficult to read.

Texts are too long and not to the point.

.25

	Delivery of presentation and time management

	A well-planned practiced delivery is apparent; presenter is well-prepared to discuss topic with eloquence and authority. 
Eye contact with the audience was sustained. 
1
	Delivery is good but could have been better planned; presenter is sufficiently prepared to discuss topic. 
Eye contact with the audience was not sustained well. 
.75
	Presentation seems to be insufficiently prepared and presenter was unable to hold audience attention. 
Eye contact with the audience was rare.
.50
	Presentation seems to be completely unplanned; presenter is unprepared to discuss topic coherently or knowledgeably. 
There was no eye-contact with the audience.   

.25

	Discussion
	Presenter was able to engage the audience during the discussion and elicit at least two questions.
1
	Presenter was somewhat able to engage the audience during the discussion and elicit at least one question.
.75
	Presenter tried to engage the audience during the discussion but was not able elicit questions.
.50
	There was no discussion of questions.
.25

	Total possible
	5
	3.75
	2.5
	1.25


Score:          / 5
