EDUC 639
EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY TOOLS JOURNAL CRITIQUE GRADING RUBRIC
	Criteria
	Levels of Achievement

	Content 70%
	Advanced
	Proficient
	Developing
	Not present

	Content
	11 to 12 points
The candidate prepares a comparative critique of 5 scholarly articles in the topic specified. Either a basic or lens hole approach is used.
	10 points
The candidate prepares a comparative critique of 4 scholarly articles in the topic specified and/or a basic or lens hole approach is somewhat used.
	1 to 9 points
The candidate prepares a comparative critique of 3 or less scholarly articles in the topic specified and/or either a basic or lens hole approach is not used.
	0 points
Not acceptable or not completed.

	Critical thinking  
	11 to 12 points
Candidate has compared and contrasted these articles and has clearly become acquainted with the articles, built a frame of reference from which to write, and formed a thesis statement for the paper which captures the main focus of the argument.
	10 points
Candidate has somewhat compared and contrasted these articles and has somewhat become acquainted with the articles, built a frame of reference from which to write, and formed a thesis statement for the paper which captures the main focus of the argument.
	1 to 9 points
Candidate has poorly compared and contrasted these articles and has vaguely become acquainted with the articles, built a frame of reference from which to write, and formed a thesis statement for the paper which captures the main focus of the argument.
	0 points
Not acceptable or not completed.


	Coherence
	11 points
The candidate’s assignment has a clear, coherent structure. The candidate’s writing is concise/ parsimonious, logical, and internally consistent. Inferences are well supported by evidence. The candidate’s writing is flowing and easy to follow.
	9 to 10 points
The candidate’s assignment has some coherent structure and some verbosity. Some inferences are supported by evidence. Sentences and paragraphs relate to each other, though connections are occasionally mechanical or choppy.
	1 to 8 points
The candidate’s assignment has little coherent structure (i.e. illogical, disordered) and very verbose. Inferences are unsupported by evidence.  The candidate’s writing is choppy, with many awkward passages.
	0 points
Not acceptable or not completed.


	Structure 30% 
	Advanced
	Proficient
	Developing
	Not present

	Mechanics   
	5 points
[bookmark: _GoBack]The candidate’s paper is relatively free from APA, grammar, and spelling errors.
	4 points
The candidate’s paper has some APA, grammar, and spelling errors. Errors do not detract from the communication.
	1 to 3 points
The candidate’s paper has frequent APA, grammar, and spelling errors. Errors substantially detract from the communication.
	0 points
Not acceptable or not completed.

	References
	5 points
The candidate uses at least 5 references. Citations and references are in correct APA format, and citations match in the body and in the reference section and vice versa. Articles are no more than 5 years old.
	4 points
The candidate uses at least 4 references. Citations and references are in correct APA format, and citations match in the body and in the reference section and vice versa. Some articles may be more than 5 years old.
	1 to 3 points
The candidate uses at least 3 references. Citations and references are in correct APA format, and citations match in the body and in the reference section and vice versa. Some articles may be more than 5 years old.
	0 points
Not acceptable or not completed.


	Submission
	5 points
The candidate submits assignment as specified (i.e. location, items, format).
	4 points
The candidate submits assignment mostly as specified.
	1 to 3 points
The candidate submits assignment somewhat as specified.
	0 points
The candidate does not submit assignment as specified.



