                                                                                                 Evaluation Rubric                                                                                        Beck, English 
	Trait/Criterion
	Level 1
	Level 3
	Level 5

	Focus (Fc)
 Rating ___
	· Primary focus &/or purpose are weak.
· No lower levels of focus or not linked to purpose 
· Key ideas not clearly focused.
· The focus does not move beyond generalizations.
· Excessive or inappropriate focus on persona.
	· Primary focus & purpose adequate but not strong.
· Weak or unlinked (to purpose) lower focus levels.
· Broad to specific focusing not followed.
· In places, the focus is inadequately sustained.
· Persona focus awkward in places.
	· Focus & purpose are engaging.
· The focus expansions /narrowing are engaging, developing rich detail & imagery.
· Engaging & appropriate persona.

	Content/ Development (Dv)
 Rating ___


	· Content is inadequate to purpose&/ or audience.
· Contexts for purpose/subject aren’t established..
· Stories are sketchy or not used.

· Descriptive texture is very thin

· No analysis is evident.
· Reasoning/logic is insufficient 

· Claims are not clear &/or inappropriate

· Support/examples are ineffective or missing.
· Alternate perspectives not examined.
· Other audience appeals (e.g., to audience needs &/or values) are ineffective or not used.
	· Content is barely adequate to purpose and audience.
· Few contexts are introduced..
· Stories told without detail & depth or w/o purpose.

· Descriptive texture is thin, lacks variety

· Analysis lacks depth &/or completeness.
· Reasoning/logic is not always sufficient 

· Claims are sometimes inappropriate

· Support/examples are insufficient or weak.
· Alternate perspectives only weakly examined.
· Other audience appeals (e.g., to audience needs &/or values) are weak.
	· Content is effective for the purpose & the audience.
· The writer establishes a rich set of contexts.
· Stories are well chosen.

· Descriptive texture is rich & varied

· The analysis is complex & integrated.
· Reasoning/logic is compelling 

· Claims are clear & appropriate

· Support/examples are strong

· Alternate perspectives well incorporated.
· Other audience appeals (e.g., to audience needs &/or values) are effective & appropriate.

	Structure (St)
 Rating ___


	· Inadequate for the audience or unrelated to purpose.

· The thesis/primary focus is difficult to find.

· The structure is difficult to follow.

· The focus shifts abruptly, without clarity.

· Genre conventions are ignored.

· Introduction &/or ending are missing. or weak
	· Unoriginal but adequate to purpose and audience.

· The thesis/primary focus is weak &/or weak thesis.
· The structure is mechanical.

· Some focus shifts are smooth, others mechanical.

· A few genre conventions are not followed.

· Introduction & ending are adequate but dull.
	· Enhances purpose and audience strategies.

· The thesis/primary focus is commanding.

· The structure is intriguing.

· Focus shifts add meaning.

· Genre is used creatively.

· The introduction is inviting & the ending satisfying.

	Prose Style (Pr)
 Rating ___

CEP=Convention-ally Emphatic Positions: beginnings & endings, clauses.
	· Style is inappropriate to genre, purpose, &/or audience.
· Diction is poorly chosen.
· The syntax is often awkward &/or rambling.
· Uses the “Official Voice.,” very wordy. 
· Subordination &/or coordination are weak..
· Figurative language is not used or poorly used.
· Coherence gaps are frequent, rhythms awkward.
· Very weak uses of emphasis, especially CEPs.
· The subject &/or audience tones are inappropriate.
	· Style is bland, unsophisticated.
· Diction is sometimes imprecise.
· Some syntax is awkward, clichés. 
· Wordy in places.

· Subordination &/or coordination are unsophisticated.
· Figurative language is rarely used.
· Coherence is weak or mechanical, lacks rhythm.
· Emphasis is applied inconsistently.
· The subject &/or audience tones are inconsistent.
	· Crafted style enhances purpose, engages audience.

· Diction is sophisticated..

· The syntax is lively and interesting.
· Every word counts. 

· Subordination &/or coordination are sophisticated.

· Figuratively language is used effectively.
· The writing flows well; rhythms are effective.
· Important material is effectively emphasized.
· The subject & audience tones are effective.

	Conventions (Cv)
& Presentation 

 Rating ___


	· Grammar is often awkward or incorrect.

· Punctuation is often missing or incorrect.

· Spelling & typographical errors are frequent.
· Paragraphing doesn’t guide focus shifts.
· Citations &/or documentation are incorrect, incomplete, or missing.

· Format (margins, font, spacing, layout, quality of print, line spacing) is inadequate.
	· Grammar is sometimes conventional or incorrect

· Punctuation is sometimes unconventional/unclear.

· Spelling & typographical errors not corrected.
· Paragraphing sometimes inappropriate to the focus.
· Citations & documentation are somewhat flawed.

· Format (margins, font, spacing, layout, quality of print, line spacing) is problematic in places.
	· Grammar is conventional and correct throughout. 

· Punctuation is clear & effective.

· All spelling and typing is correct.. 
· Paragraphing sharply defines focus.
· Citations & documentation are conventional & complete.

· Format (margins, font, spacing, layout, quality of print, line spacing) is professional.


Mindful/Rhetorical Qualities______  Overall Grade _____(This  a holistic score—not an averaging of individual trait  ratings)  Revision Grade___
Comments:  

	

	


Evaluation & Further Revision
   Your paper should be revised and edited—before and after receiving feedback (from a peer review, from me)—and proofread to the best of your ability before submitting it for evaluation.  In fact, I prefer that you turn in your work after the due date, rather than hand it in without adequate revising, editing, and proofreading.  (If it is submitted within one week of the due date, there are no penalties for turning it in late.)  If a paper has not been adequately proofread and the mistakes corrected, I’ll return it, unevaluated.  To avoid a penalty for being late, you must re-submit it at the next class meeting after it is returned to you.  A late paper (i.e., one not submitted within a week of the due date or at the class period after an un-proofread paper is returned) will have 7 points deducted from its overall grade.  Late revisions will not be evaluated.
   If you wish to revise a graded paper and re-submit it for a second evaluation, please get my permission by submitting a revision plan.  (I’ll be glad to meet with you about the paper if you’re not sure how to revise.)  Permission to revise should be established within 3 class periods of the paper’s return.  To be granted permission to revise, you must write up (informally) the following revision plan and present it to me in person or by e-mail:
1. Indicate my ratings for each trait given on the evaluation.

2. Describe, in your own words, the primary weaknesses for each trait rated 4 or below.

3. Explain what you will do to strengthen your strategy or approach (or correct the weakness).

4. Establish a due date for the revision (this is up to you, but should be within 2 or 3 weeks of getting the graded paper back).

   Do not submit a revision that has not be approved in advance or that does not have the following form completed.
   When you have completed your revision and have had it proofread, re-submit it along with the original, including this rubric, and a copy of the petition & permission to revise.  Also, please describe (briefly), below, the revisions you have made in each aspect.

Focus & Rhetorical Strategies 
	

	

	

	


Content/Development
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Prose Style
	

	

	

	


Conventions & Presentation
	

	


Writer: ____________________________________





Primary Reviewer: _______________________________








