
Analytic Rubric Example #1 

Student Name:  

 

Content 1 2 3 4 5 

Has attention grabbing title that accurately reflects topic      

Beginning of intro. is attention grabbing      

Topic and tone of essay are established      

Thesis is clear, is located in the right spot, and is debatable      

Body Paragraphs have topic sentences that are clear      

Body Paragraphs are well supported with a variety of evidence      

Outside sources are used and incorporated well      

Entire essay sustains a clear sense of audience      

Entire essay sustains and supports thesis      

Conclusion brings essay to satisfactory end      

Conclusion reiterates info. without unnecessary repetition      

 

Organization 1 2 3 4 5 

Possesses basic structure: introduction, body, conclusion      

Thesis is presented towards beginning and restated at end      

Main ideas/paragraphs  organized logically      

Contains effective and frequent transitions to connect 
ideas/info 

     

Addresses and refutes counter arguments       

 

Style 1 2 3 4 5 

Uses college-level diction      

Uses college-level and unique syntax      

Uses and maintains appropriate point of view      

Free of major sentence errors (frag, run-on, comma splice)      

Free of distracting punctuation errors (coma, colon, apost. use)      

Free of spelling and/or proofreading errors      

Conforms to correct MLA format      

In-text citations are included and in correct MLA format      

Works Cited Page is included and in correct MLA format      

 

AIMS CC Analytic Rubric Example #1 

Comments: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Overall Grade:  



Evaluating a College Writing Sample RUBRIC 

CRITERIA / SCALE 
-3- 
Exceeds Expectations  

-2- 
Meets Expectations  

-1- 
Needs Improvement 

-0- 
Inadequate 

Structure  

 Organization 

 Flow of thought 

 Transitions 

 Format 

 

 Paper is logically 

organized  

 Easily followed 

 Effective, smooth, and 

logical transitions 

 Professional format 

 Paper has a clear 

organizational structure 

with some digressions, 

ambiguities or 

irrelevances 

 Easily followed 

 Basic transitions 

 Structured format 

 There is some level of 

organization though 

digressions, ambiguities, 

irrelevances are too many 

 Difficult to follow 

 Ineffective transitions 

 Rambling format 

 There is no apparent 

organization to the paper. 

 Difficult to follow 

 No or poor transitions 

 No format 

Grammar/mechanics 

 sentence structure 

 punctuation/mechanics 
 

 Manipulates complex 

sentences for effect/impact 

 No punctuation or 

mechanical errors 

 

 Uses complex sentences 

 Few punctuation or 

mechanical errors 

 Uses compound sentences 

 Too many punctuation 

and/or mechanical errors 

 Uses simple sentences 

Language  

 Vocabulary; use of 

ulary vocab

 Tone 

ates 

 
iate 

ect 

ocabulary 

 
y appropriate to 

audience 

bject 

ocabulary 

 
 of audience 

sensitivity 

vocabulary too sparingly 

 Vocabulary is 

sophisticated and correct 

as are sentences which 

vary in structure and 

length  

 Uses and manipul

subject specific 

vocabulary for effect 

Writer’s tone is clear, 

consistent and appropr

for intended audience 

 Vocabulary is varied, 

specific and appropriate 

 Frequently uses subj

specific v

correctly 

Writer’s tone emerges and 

is generall

 Vocabulary is used 

properly though sentences 

may be simple 

 Infrequently uses su

specific v

correctly 

Writer’s tone exhibits 

some level

 Vocabulary is 

unsophisticated, not used 

properly in very simple 

sentences. 

 Uses subject specific 

Content/information 

al 

 Use of examples 

 

 
 of 

 

ght 

 

while focus remains tight 

 

  of 

t throughout the 

 

 
g examples and 

evidence 

 

tained throughout the 

 al, 

 ples 

ence, though 

general 

 of 

pressed 

 
or 

 

they are mostly irrelevant 

 Clarity of purpose 

 Critical and origin

thought 

Central idea is well 

developed and clarity

purpose is exhibited 

throughout the paper 

Abundance of evidence of 

critical, careful thought 

and analysis and/or insi

Evidence and examples 

are vivid and specific, 

Central idea and clarity

purpose are generally 

eviden

essay 

Evidence of critical, 

careful thought and 

analysis and/or insight 

There are good, relevant 

supportin

The central idea is 

expressed though it may 

be vague or too broad; 

Some sense of purpose is 

main

essay 

Some evidence of critic

careful thought and 

analysis and/or insight 

There are some exam

and evid

Central idea and clarity 

purpose are absent or 

incompletely ex

and maintained 

Little or no evidence of 

critical, careful thought 

analysis and/or insight 

There are too few, no 

examples and evidence or 

 

eas47
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Scientific Report Rubric (EXAMPLE) 

 

 
Title of Report _______________________ Authors' names:__________________________ 

 

 
Beginning 

1 

Developing 

2 

Accomplished 

3 

Exemplary 

4 
Score 

Introduction 

Does not give any 

information about 

what to expect in 

the report. 

Gives very little 

information. 

Gives too much 

information--more 

like a summary. 

Presents a concise 

lead-in to the report. 

 

 

Research 

Does not answer 

any questions 

suggested in the 

template. 

Answers some 

questions. 

Answers some 

questions and 

includes a few other 

interesting facts. 

Answers most 

questions and 

includes many other 

interesting facts. 

 

 

Purpose/ 

Problem 

Does not address an 

issue related to tide 

pools. 

Addresses a tide pool 

issue that is unrelated 

to research. 

Addresses an issue 

somewhat related to 

research. 

Addresses a real 

issue directly related 

to research findings. 

 

 

Procedure 

Not sequential, 

most steps are 

missing or are 

confusing. 

Some of the steps are 

understandable; most 

are confusing and 

lack detail. 

Most of the steps are 

understandable; some 

lack detail or are 

confusing. 

Presents easy-to-

follow steps that are 

logical and 

adequately detailed. 

 

 

Data & 

Results 

Data table and/or 

graph missing 

information and are 

inaccurate. 

Both complete, minor 

inaccuracies and/or 

illegible characters. 

Both accurate, some 

ill-formed characters.

Data table and graph 

neatly completed and 

very accurate. 

 

 

Conclusion 

Presents an illogical 

explanation for 

findings and does 

not address any of 

the questions 

suggested in the 

template. 

Presents an illogical 

explanation for 

findings and 

addresses few 

questions. 

Presents a logical 

explanation for 

findings and 

addresses some of the 

questions. 

Presents a logical 

explanation for 

findings and 

addresses most of the 

questions. 

 

 

Grammar & 

Spelling 

Very frequent 

grammar and/or 

spelling errors. 

More than two errors.
Only one or two 

errors. 

All grammar and 

spelling are correct. 

 

 

Attractiveness Illegible writing, 

loose pages. 

Legible writing, 

some ill-formed 

letters, print is too 

small or too large, 

papers stapled 

together. 

Legible writing, well-

formed characters, 

clean and neatly 

bound in a report 

cover, illustrations 

provided. 

Printed, clean and 

neatly bound in a 

report cover, 

illustrations 

provided. 

 

 

Timeliness 
Report handed in 

more than one week 

late. 

Up to one week late. Up to two days late. 
Report handed in on 

time. 

 

 

    Total 
 

 

 

Source: http://edweb.sdsu.edu/triton/tidepoolunit/Rubrics/reportrubric.ht  



HYBRID RUBRIC TO SUPPORT HOLISTIC WRITING ASSESSMENT 

Overall Rating 
6  5  4  3  2  1 

Exemplary Satisfactory Min. Standard or Unsat. 

High Range Mid Range Low Range 

6-5 4-3 2-1 

Substance 
What the paper has 
to say 

Explores the topic in a 
perceptive, thoughtful 
manner. Conveys a clear 
understanding of the 
material.  Synthesizes 
appropriate sources and 
evidence in support of 
author's insights, analysis 
and/or findings.  

Addresses the topic.  
Demonstrates adequate or 
basic understanding of the 
material. Observations linked 
to appropriate evidence. May 
rely on summary but 
demonstrates an adequate 
attempt at findings beyond 
repeating or citing sources. 

Addresses the topic in a basic 
manner or fails to address the 
topic. Exhibits a barely 
adequate or inadequate 
understanding.  Evidence use 
problematic or insufficient, or 
not linked to observations. 
Little insight or findings 
beyond repeating source. 

Organization 
How the written 
units work together 

Paper exhibits effective 
organizing principles that 
clearly meet expectations. 
Structure supports or 
reinforces reading.   Internal 
components (sections, 
paragraphs) are fully 
developed, unified, and 
arranged in support of the 
larger structure.  

Organizing principles are 
present and acceptable.  
Major divisions of the piece 
can be identified and are 
logical. The internal 
components (sections, 
paragraphs) are adequately 
developed, arranged, and 
support the overall structure.  

Organizing principles are 
uneven, insufficient, or fail to 
conform to expectations. 
Organization of the paper 
distracts from reading. Major 
units may be present, but 
internal components are 
unevenly or under developed 
and/or do not support the 
overall structure.  

Style  
The way that the 
author "talks" in 
the paper 

Demonstrates a clear 
awareness of audience and 
context. The authorial 
"voice" is in a near-expert  
"register" for the genre, 
level,  and discipline 
(effective sentence 
structure, word use, brevity,  
tone, coherence, uses 
specialist terminology, etc). 
Writing smoothly integrates 
source material into the 
author's syntax.  

Demonstrates an adequate 
or generic approach. The 
writing "register" may be less 
than expert, but still 
adequate for the genre, level, 
and audience (may exhibit 
wordiness, may use terms 
and at times usage alien to 
the discipline, etc.).  Shows an 
awareness of handling source 
material: integrates source 
material into the flow of the 
paper in a manner that 
doesn't inhibit reading. 

Demonstrates a basic 
approach or struggles with 
discourse.  The writing is 
uneven, outside of  
expectations for the genre, 
level, and audience, or inhibits 
reading (absence of or misuse 
of disciplinary terms and 
phrasing, basic sentence 
patterns, lack of coherence or 
"flow,"  syntax & word use 
issues, etc..).  Source material 
not integrated (or heavy 
reliance on "Cut and Paste").  

Correctness 
 The "mechanics" of 
the paper: both 
standard written 
English (SWE) and 
conventions of the 
discipline.   

Virtually Error Free.  Surface 
errors may be present but do 
not form a distracting 
pattern or undermine 
credibility.  Meets the 
appropriate mechanical 
conventions of SWE and of 
the specific genre and 
discipline, to include citation 
format.  

Adequate Correctness.  
Distracting surface errors may 
exist, but do not create a 
major credibility issue. 
Generally meets the 
conventions of SWE and the 
specific genre and discipline.  
Applies the correct citation 
format, possibly with minor 
errors.  

Problematic Correctness. 
Exhibits fundamental issues 
with meeting conventions of 
SWE or the discipline. Surface 
errors combine to create a 
major distraction to reading or 
undermine the author's 
credibility.  Uneven or absent 
application of the correct 
citation format.  

UNH Writing Program 



Writing Assessment Score Sheet 

 

Paper ID     

 

Rater      

 

 

 Holistic Score 6-5 Exemplary  
   4-3 Satisfactory  
   2-1 Minimum Standard or Unsatisfactory 
 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 Substance 6-5 Hi  Explores the topic in a perceptive, thoughtful manner. 
   4-3 Mid Addresses the topic.  
   2-1 Low Addresses the topic in a basic manner or fails to address the topic. 

 Organization 6-5 Hi  Paper exhibits effective organizing principles that clearly meet   
    expectations. 
   4-3 Mid Organizing principles are present and acceptable.   
   2-1 Low Organizing principles are uneven, insufficient, or fail to conform to  
    expectations. 

 Style  6-5 Hi  Demonstrates a clear awareness of audience and context. 
   4-3 Mid Demonstrates an adequate or generic approach. 
   2-1 Low Demonstrates a basic approach or struggles with discourse.   

 Correctness 6-5 Hi  Virtually Error Free.   
   4-3 Mid Adequate Correctness. 
   2-1 Low Problematic Correctness. 

 

 

Notes or Comments:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UNH Writing Program 



ANALYTIC, QUANTITATIVE RUBRIC FOR A GENERIC ASSIGNMENT INVOLVING WRITING 

Total Score    (        ) 
 

Exemplary (20+) Satisfactory (12-19) Minimum (8-11) or Unsat.  

 
6-5 

 
4-3 

 
2-1 

Substance      (        )  
1-6 

Explores the topic in a 
perceptive, thoughtful 
manner. Conveys a clear 
understanding of the 
material.  Synthesizes 
appropriate sources and 
evidence in support of 
author's insights, analysis 
and/or findings.  

Addresses the topic.  
Demonstrates adequate or 
basic understanding of the 
material. Observations linked 
to appropriate evidence. May 
rely on summary but 
demonstrates an adequate 
attempt at findings beyond 
repeating or citing sources. 

Addresses the topic in a basic 
manner or fails to address the 
topic. Exhibits a barely 
adequate or inadequate 
understanding.  Evidence use 
problematic or insufficient, or 
not linked to observations. 
Little insight or findings 
beyond repeating source. 

Organization (        )      
1-6 

Paper exhibits effective 
organizing principles that 
clearly meet expectations. 
Structure supports or 
reinforces reading.   Internal 
components (sections, 
paragraphs) are fully 
developed, unified, and 
arranged in support of the 
larger structure.  

Organizing principles are 
present and acceptable.  
Major divisions of the piece 
can be identified and are 
logical. The internal 
components (sections, 
paragraphs) are adequately 
developed, arranged, and 
support the overall structure.  

Organizing principles are 
uneven, insufficient, or fail to 
conform to expectations. 
Organization of the paper 
distracts from reading. Major 
units may be present, but 
internal components are 
unevenly or under developed 
and/or do not support the 
overall structure.  

Style               (        ) 
1-6 

Demonstrates a clear 
awareness of audience and 
context. The authorial 
"voice" is in a near-expert  
"register" for the genre, 
level,  and discipline 
(effective sentence 
structure, word use, brevity,  
tone, coherence, uses 
specialist terminology, etc). 
Writing smoothly integrates 
source material into the 
author's syntax.  

Demonstrates an adequate 
or generic approach. The 
writing "register" may be less 
than expert, but still 
adequate for the genre, level, 
and audience (may exhibit 
wordiness, may use terms 
and at times usage alien to 
the discipline, etc.).  Shows an 
awareness of handling source 
material: integrates source 
material into the flow of the 
paper in a manner that 
doesn't inhibit reading. 

Demonstrates a basic 
approach or struggles with 
discourse.  The writing is 
uneven, outside of  
expectations for the genre, 
level, and audience, or inhibits 
reading (absence of or misuse 
of disciplinary terms and 
phrasing, basic sentence 
patterns, lack of coherence or 
"flow,"  syntax & word use 
issues, etc..).  Source material 
not integrated (or heavy 
reliance on "Cut and Paste").  

Correctness (        ) 
1-6 

Virtually Error Free.  Surface 
errors may be present but do 
not form a distracting 
pattern or undermine 
credibility.  Meets the 
appropriate mechanical 
conventions of SWE and of 
the specific genre and 
discipline, to include citation 
format.  

Adequate Correctness.  
Distracting surface errors may 
exist, but do not create a 
major credibility issue. 
Generally meets the 
conventions of SWE and the 
specific genre and discipline.  
Applies the correct citation 
format, possibly with minor 
errors.  

Problematic Correctness. 
Exhibits fundamental issues 
with meeting conventions of 
SWE or the discipline. Surface 
errors combine to create a 
major distraction to reading or 
undermine the author's 
credibility.  Uneven or absent 
application of the correct 
citation format.  

UNH Writing Program 



ANALYTIC RUBRIC FOR A GENERIC ASSIGNMENT INVOLVING WRITING 

OVERALL 
High  Mid  Low 

 

HIGH MID LOW 

Substance       
    High  Mid  Low 

Explores the topic in a 
perceptive, thoughtful 
manner. Conveys a clear 
understanding of the 
material.  Synthesizes 
appropriate sources and 
evidence in support of 
author's insights, analysis 
and/or findings.  

Addresses the topic.  
Demonstrates adequate or 
basic understanding of the 
material. Observations linked 
to appropriate evidence. May 
rely on summary but 
demonstrates an adequate 
attempt at findings beyond 
repeating or citing sources. 

Addresses the topic in a basic 
manner or fails to address the 
topic. Exhibits a barely 
adequate or inadequate 
understanding.  Evidence use 
problematic or insufficient, or 
not linked to observations. 
Little insight or findings 
beyond repeating source. 

Organization      
    High  Mid  Low 

Paper exhibits effective 
organizing principles that 
clearly meet expectations. 
Structure supports or 
reinforces reading.   Internal 
components (sections, 
paragraphs) are fully 
developed, unified, and 
arranged in support of the 
larger structure.  

Organizing principles are 
present and acceptable.  
Major divisions of the piece 
can be identified and are 
logical. The internal 
components (sections, 
paragraphs) are adequately 
developed, arranged, and 
support the overall structure.  

Organizing principles are 
uneven, insufficient, or fail to 
conform to expectations. 
Organization of the paper 
distracts from reading. Major 
units may be present, but 
internal components are 
unevenly or under developed 
and/or do not support the 
overall structure.  

Style                
    High  Mid  Low 

Demonstrates a clear 
awareness of audience and 
context. The authorial 
"voice" is in a near-expert  
"register" for the genre, 
level,  and discipline 
(effective sentence 
structure, word use, brevity,  
tone, coherence, uses 
specialist terminology, etc). 
Writing smoothly integrates 
source material into the 
author's syntax.  

Demonstrates an adequate 
or generic approach. The 
writing "register" may be less 
than expert, but still 
adequate for the genre, level, 
and audience (may exhibit 
wordiness, may use terms 
and at times usage alien to 
the discipline, etc.).  Shows an 
awareness of handling source 
material: integrates source 
material into the flow of the 
paper in a manner that 
doesn't inhibit reading. 

Demonstrates a basic 
approach or struggles with 
discourse.  The writing is 
uneven, outside of  
expectations for the genre, 
level, and audience, or inhibits 
reading (absence of or misuse 
of disciplinary terms and 
phrasing, basic sentence 
patterns, lack of coherence or 
"flow,"  syntax & word use 
issues, etc..).  Source material 
not integrated (or heavy 
reliance on "Cut and Paste").  

Correctness  
   High  Mid  Low 

Virtually Error Free.  Surface 
errors may be present but do 
not form a distracting 
pattern or undermine 
credibility.  Meets the 
appropriate mechanical 
conventions of SWE and of 
the specific genre and 
discipline, to include citation 
format.  

Adequate Correctness.  
Distracting surface errors may 
exist, but do not create a 
major credibility issue. 
Generally meets the 
conventions of SWE and the 
specific genre and discipline.  
Applies the correct citation 
format, possibly with minor 
errors.  

Problematic Correctness. 
Exhibits fundamental issues 
with meeting conventions of 
SWE or the discipline. Surface 
errors combine to create a 
major distraction to reading or 
undermine the author's 
credibility.  Uneven or absent 
application of the correct 
citation format.  

UNH Writing Program 



HOLISTIC RUBRIC FOR A GENERIC ASSIGNMENT INVOLVING WRITING 

 

THE HIGH RANGE (5,6) PAPER: 

Explores the topic in a perceptive, thoughtful manner. Conveys a clear understanding of the material.  
Synthesizes appropriate sources and evidence in support of author's insights, analysis and/or findings. 
Paper exhibits effective organizing principles that clearly meet expectations. Structure supports or 
reinforces reading. Internal components (sections, paragraphs) are fully developed, unified, and 
arranged in support of the larger structure. Demonstrates a clear awareness of audience and context. 
The authorial "voice" is in a near-expert  "register" for the genre, level,  and discipline (effective 
sentence structure, word use, brevity,  tone, coherence, uses specialist terminology, etc). Writing 
smoothly integrates source material into the author's syntax. Virtually Error Free.  Surface errors may 
be present but do not form a distracting pattern or undermine credibility.  Meets the appropriate 
mechanical conventions of SWE and of the specific genre and discipline, to include citation format. 
 

THE MID RANGE (4,5) PAPER: 

Addresses the topic. Demonstrates adequate or basic understanding of the material. Observations 
linked to appropriate evidence. May rely on summary but demonstrates an adequate attempt at 
findings beyond repeating or citing sources. Organizing principles are present and acceptable.  Major 
divisions of the piece can be identified and are logical. The internal components (sections, paragraphs) 
are adequately developed, arranged, and support the overall structure. Demonstrates an adequate or 
generic approach. The writing "register" may be less than expert, but still adequate for the genre, level, 
and audience (may exhibit wordiness, may use terms and at times usage alien to the discipline, etc.).  
Shows an awareness of handling source material: integrates source material into the flow of the paper 
in a manner that doesn't inhibit reading. Adequate Correctness. Distracting surface errors may exist, but 
do not create a major credibility issue. Generally meets the conventions of SWE and the specific genre 
and discipline.  Applies the correct citation format, possibly with minor errors. 

THE LOW RANGE (1,2) PAPER: 

Addresses the topic in a basic manner or fails to address the topic. Exhibits a barely adequate or 
inadequate understanding.  Evidence use problematic or insufficient, or not linked to observations. Little 
insight or findings beyond repeating source. Organizing principles are uneven, insufficient, or fail to 
conform to expectations. Organization of the paper distracts from reading. Major units may be present, 
but internal components are unevenly or under developed and/or do not support the overall structure. 
Demonstrates a basic approach or struggles with discourse.  The writing is uneven, outside of  
expectations for the genre, level, and audience, or inhibits reading (absence of or misuse of disciplinary 
terms and phrasing, basic sentence patterns, lack of coherence or "flow,"  syntax & word use issues, 
etc..).  Source material not integrated (or heavy reliance on "Cut and Paste"). Problematic Correctness. 
Exhibits fundamental issues with meeting conventions of SWE or the discipline. Surface errors combine 
to create a major distraction to reading or undermine the author's credibility.  Uneven or absent 
application of the correct citation format. 
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ALTERNATE HOLISTIC OR “SCORING GUIDE” FOR A GENERIC ASSIGNMENT INVOLVING WRITING 
 

 
EXEMPLARY 

 
6 

 
5 

 
4 3 2 1 COMMENTS 

Substance: Explores the topic in a 
perceptive, thoughtful manner. 
Conveys a clear understanding of 
the material.  Synthesizes 
appropriate sources and evidence in 
support of author's insights, analysis 
and/or findings.    

       

Organization: Paper exhibits 
effective organizing principles that 
clearly meet expectations. 
Structure supports or reinforces 
reading.   Internal components 
(sections, paragraphs) are fully 
developed, unified, and arranged in 
support of the larger structure. 

       

Style: Demonstrates a clear 
awareness of audience and 
context. The authorial "voice" is in a 
near-expert  "register" for the 
genre, level,  and discipline 
(effective sentence structure, word 
use, brevity,  tone, coherence, uses 
specialist terminology, etc). Writing 
smoothly integrates source material 
into the author's syntax. 

       

Correctness: Virtually Error Free.  
Surface errors may be present but 
do not form a distracting pattern or 
undermine credibility.  Meets the 
appropriate mechanical conventions 
of SWE and of the specific genre and 
discipline, to include citation 
format. 

        

OVERALL COMMENT  

 
 
 
 
 

UNH Writing Program 



“SCORING GUIDE” RUBRIC EXAMPLE FOR A GENERIC ASSIGNMENT INVOLVING WRITING 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 EXEMPLARY COMMENTS 
Score 

Substance 
 
(Weight/%) 

Explores the topic in a perceptive, 
thoughtful manner. Conveys a clear 
understanding of the material.  Synthesizes 
appropriate sources and evidence in support 
of author's insights, analysis and/or findings.    

 

PTS/% 

Organization 
 
(Weight/%) 

Paper exhibits effective organizing 
principles that clearly meet expectations. 
Structure supports or reinforces reading.   
Internal components (sections, paragraphs) 
are fully developed, unified, and arranged in 
support of the larger structure. 

 

PTS/% 

Style 
 
(Weight/%) 

Demonstrates a clear awareness of 
audience and context. The authorial "voice" 
is in a near-expert  "register" for the genre, 
level,  and discipline (effective sentence 
structure, word use, brevity,  tone, 
coherence, uses specialist terminology, etc). 
Writing smoothly integrates source material 
into the author's syntax. 

 

PTS/% 

Correctness 
 
(Weight/%) 

 Virtually Error Free.  Surface errors may be 
present but do not form a distracting pattern 
or undermine credibility.  Meets the 
appropriate mechanical conventions of SWE 
and of the specific genre and discipline, to 
include citation format. 

  

PTS/% 

OVERALL COMMENT  
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NO-GRID HYBRID RUBRIC WITH CHECKLIST FOR A RESEARCH PAPER 

 

Researched, Persuasive Essay    Student:     
 

MAJOR REQUIREMENTS:    (Present  or Missing  X)  Comment 
Length (5-7 pages):         
Works Cited Page (present):       
Bibliography (present):     
Writing Center Hand out:     
Source Documentation:    
 Works Cited:         
 Bibliography:      
 

PAPER COMPONENTS:              (Range:   High +;  Mid ;  Low —;  Unsat or Missing X) 
 

1. STYLE:    ( +,   ,  —,  X )  Comment    
Works Cited Format:     

Bibliography Format:        

Paper Format (MLA):     

Use of Language:     

   

2. ORGANIZATION:      ( +,  ,  —,  X )   Comment 
Introduction      

Body          

Conclusion        

Internal and paragraph     

  

3.  SUBSTANCE:    ( +,  ,  —,  X )  Comment 
Evidence of Research in Paper    

Author Builds on Sources & Research   
   (and integrates evidence well) 
Development and Support    
    (reader has everything needed) 
Fair and Complete Treatment    
   (multiple views and sources) 
Informative      

Persuasive      

  

4.  CORRECTNESS:    (+,  ,  —,  X)  Comment    
  
 



 
5.  GENERAL COMMENT: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SUMMARY OF RATINGS      
Major Requirements:     
1.  Style:      
2.  Organization:   
3. Substance:    
4. Correctness:    

    
OVERALL RATING:     

  GRADE:   
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