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Writing Project #2: Short Argument Paper
 Grading Rubric

	Criteria
	Levels of Achievement

	
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(x 5)


	Intro is engaging and provides sufficient background about topic; argumentative thesis clearly stated and specific; conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world. 

20
	Either intro provides insufficient background about topic, thesis is lacking in clarity, OR conclusion fails to recast thesis effectively    

15
	Intro provides little background about topic and does little to capture attention; thesis is implicit and hard to find; conclusion makes insufficient reference to thesis 

10
	Intro provides no background about topic; does not capture attention; thesis is not explicit or not present; conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper 

5

	Argument

& organization 

(x 6)


	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound; each point is supported by persuasive evidence and rhetorical analysis; paragraphs logically sequenced with transitions and cohesive devices used when needed

24
	Either argument is not easily identifiable, not all main point are supported by evidence and rhetorical analysis, OR paragraphs could be better sequenced with transitions and cohesive devices 

18
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable; few main points are supported by evidence and rhetorical analysis; paragraphs not logically sequenced in most of paper; transitions and cohesive devices are rarely or inappropriately used 

12
	Argument is not identifiable and insufficiently supported; paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard; no transitions or cohesive devices are used 

6

	Audience awareness 

(x 3)


	Clearly targets specific audience; engages audience effectively throughout paper; maintains tone that is appropriate for the chosen audience throughout   

12
	The specific audience is identifiable and engaged through most of the paper; can capture but not sustain interest; has a sufficiently appropriate tone for chosen audience    

9
	The specific audience is insufficiently identifiable; has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience; tone is inconsistent or inappropriate for the chosen audience   

6
	No specific audience; does not hold audience interest; tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper     

3

	Use of sources (x 4)


	Quotations and paraphrases are well integrated and excellently analyzed; at least 4 sources and at least 2 non-internet sources are cited        

16
	Either quotations and paraphrases are not sufficiently integrated and analyzed OR an insufficient number of sources is cited       

12
	Quotations and paraphrases are used either too much or too little without explicit link to the paper; too few sources are used       

8
	Quotations and paraphrases are inaccurately or inappropriately used        
4



	Technological literacy (use of graphics) 

(x 3)
	Tables, charts, or illustrations (e.g., photos, images) support the main points of  the argument and are thoroughly interpreted in prose 

12
	Tables, charts, or illustrations support the main points sufficiently and are sufficiently interpreted in prose 

9
	Tables, charts, or illustrations do not support the main points and are insufficiently interpreted in prose 

6
	Tables, charts, or illustrations are not related to main points; prose  interpretation may be poor or missing

3

	Language

use & mechanics

(x 4)
	Superior editing with clearly written, economical, varied sentences; APA style is correctly followed      

16
	Good editing with clearly written sentences; some wordiness, repetition, or choppiness;  APA style is followed with few errors     

12
	Careless editing with many cases of wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences; many errors in APA style     

8
	No editing with poorly structured, repetitive, or incomplete sentences; APA style unrecognizable      

4

	Total possible
	100
	75
	50
	25


Score:


