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Exemplary 
76-100
	Demonstrates a thorough understanding of context, audience, and purpose that is responsive to the assigned task(s) and focuses all elements of the work.  Text suggests engagement with and a deep understanding of the main point and overall topic. 
	Uses appropriate, relevant, and compelling content to illustrate mastery of the subject, conveying the writer’s understanding throughout the whole work.  Strong beginning, middle, and end with clear transitions.  Thesis and focus remain tight as evidence is specific. The organization enhances the reader’s understanding.  All sources are critically* reviewed.
	Demonstrates detailed attention to and successful execution of a wide range of conventions particular to a specific discipline and/or writing task(s) including presentation and stylistic choices.  Strong evidence of having used reliable sources.  Well-chosen quotations and highly effective paraphrasing.  Appropriate APA format.
	Effective and engaging use of word choice.  Tone enhances the purpose.  
	Uses graceful language that skillfully communicates meaning to readers with clarity and fluency, and is virtually error free.   Well-chosen variety of sentence styles and length. Highly effective use of spelling strategies.  
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Proficient 
[bookmark: _GoBack]51-75
	Demonstrates adequate consideration of context, audience, and purpose and a clear focus on the assigned task(s) (e.g., the task aligns with audience, purpose, and context).  Text suggests an understanding of the main point and overall topic.
	Uses appropriate, relevant, and compelling content to explore the ideas within the context of the discipline throughout the whole work.  Adequate beginning, middle and end with periodic transitions.  Thesis and focus are clear due to supportive evidence which is somewhat specific. The text spends an appropriate amount of time on details.  Most sources are critically* reviewed.
	Demonstrates consistent use of important conventions particular to a specific discipline and/or writing task(s) including presentation and stylistic choices.  Evidence of using reliable sources.  Mostly effective choice of quotations and paraphrasing.  Several errors in formatting or formatting is inconsistent.
	Uses a variety of word choices to make writing interesting.  Tone is appropriate for the purpose.
	Uses straightforward language that generally conveys meaning to readers.  There are very few errors.   Uses simple, compound, and complex sentences. Applies basic grade-level spelling.  
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Marginal 
26-50
	Demonstrates awareness of context, audience, purpose, and to the assigned task(s) (e.g., begins to show awareness of audience’s perceptions and assumptions).  Text is a superficial discussion of the main point and overall topic.
	Uses appropriate and relevant content to develop and explore ideas through most of the work.  Weak beginning, middle and end with few transitions.  Thesis and focus are generalized due to general examples.  The text may spend too much time on unnecessary details or move ahead too quickly.  Sources meet the minimum requirements for being critically* reviewed.
	Follows expectations appropriate to a specific discipline and/or writing task(s) for basic presentation and stylistic choices.  Evidence of using mostly reliable sources.  Poorly chosen quotations and ineffective paraphrasing.  Formatting is weak.
	Language is commonplace, vague, or flat.  Tone may be inappropriate at times.
	Uses language that generally conveys meaning to the readers with clarity, but includes some errors. Many run-ons or fragments.  Limited evidence of spelling strategies.   Formulaic and tedious sentence patterns and shows some errors in sentence construction. Little variety in sentence structure.  

	1 Unsatisfactory 
0-25
	Demonstrates minimal attention to context, audience, purpose, and to the assigned task(s) (e.g., expectation of instructor or self as audience).  No coherent discussion of the main point and overall topic.
	Uses appropriate and relevant content to develop simple ideas in some parts of the work.  Cannot follow the logic of the paper and no transitions.  Thesis and focus are unclear due to irrelevant examples.  Text does allow for a discernable sequence and parts may seem out of place or not needed.  Insufficient sources and/or insufficient quality.
	Attempts to use a consistent system for basic presentation and stylistic choices.  Evidence of using unreliable sources or Wikipedia.   Quotations contradict or confuse the point of the work or there is poor paraphrasing of sources.  No formatting as appropriate to assignment.

	Careless or inaccurate word choice, which obscures meaning.  Tone may be in appropriate.
	Uses language that sometimes impedes meaning because of multiple errors in usage.  Frequent run-ons or fragments.  No variety in sentence structure.   Little or no evidence of spelling strategies.  




Proper formatting for all assignments 
1” margins all around
10-12 point font
Times New Roman or Arial font

Critically* Reviewed – Refers to evidence in the writing/text itself that demonstrates that the writer has carefully analyzed, evaluated, and assessed (i.e., reviewed critically) sources for their relevance to the topic and their appropriateness for the assignment; sources that are critically reviewed are considered high in quality as well as relevant and appropriate with regard to the specific discipline.



