Name__________________________________		Secondary Source Review: Grading Rubric		Kotick, HIST 3005
		
	A (Excellent)
	B (Above Average)
	C (Adequate)
	D (Minimal Effort)
	F (Failing Attempt)

	
Analysis
	In-depth, sophisticated analysis and interpretation of argument, organization, evidence, method, perspective, and historiographic context
	
Thoughtful and accurate analysis of text
	
Generally follows assignment directions; attempts analysis without developing ideas
	Demonstrates minimal care and understanding of source; follows assignment directions only sporadically
	Offers little to no substantive analysis of source; demonstrates no care or good-faith effort towards completion of assignment guidelines

	

Scholarly Context
	
Situates author and argument in developed scholarly context; understands specificities and significance of author’s perspective within broader field
	
Addresses historiographic context and scholarly debate in field without framing the source inside it
	
Mentions scholarly context in superficial terms without exploring author’s intervention in the debate
	

Uses only highly generalized statements to frame author’s findings
	

Does not address historiography or author’s perspective in given field

	
Method and Evidence
	
Fully develops understanding of author’s use of evidence and/or specific methodological approaches
	
Interrogates author’s use of sources and/or methods without understanding significance
	
Understates or exaggerates novelty of approach
	
May or may not mention author’s use of sources in vague or generalized way
	
Inattentive to scholarly methods and use of sources

	


Organization
	

Cogent structure of ideas and logical sequence; easily discernible central thesis and supporting ideas; organic and flowing introduction and conclusion
	

Uniform organization of ideas with supporting paragraphs; straightforward introduction and conclusion that does not simply restate thesis
	
Discernible organization of ideas; may be formulaic or rigid in transitions between ideas or rely on mechanical phrasings but straightforward and logical structure of argument; introduction and conclusion formulaic
	
Minimal effort towards conventions of essay writing; tendentious structure that does not clarify relationship between ideas; may or may not include a thesis statement that demonstrates little argumentative or analytical rigor
	

Utter lack of organizational clarity; unfinished sentences; no discernible sequential logic to essay; no attempt to formulate thesis statement or introduction and conclusion

	


Style and Clarity
	

Clear, polished writing free of jargon or cluttered, verbose wording; easy to follow sequence of ideas; adheres faithfully to style guidelines in assignment directions; little to no distracting grammatical errors
	Strong and active voice; few grammatical or formal mistakes; generally free of reliance on jargon or complex, confusing syntax; easily and readily understood; few, if any, minor mistakes; applies style guidelines in good faith
	Legible but unrefined prose; overreliance on mechanical, formulaic, phrasings and clichés; generally comprehensible prose; may suffer from distracting or confusing grammatical, syntactic, or spelling errors; attempts to follow style guidelines but may stray
	
[bookmark: _GoBack]Rough, unpolished and confusing or broken prose; willing disregard of style guidelines and assignment directions; overreliance on confusing or illegible turns of phrase or diction
	Unintelligible, unclear or confusing prose; total disregard of style guidelines; abundance of grammatical errors; demonstrable failure to proofread draft; total lack of references to source and overreliance on external information and source materials; evidence of plagiarism

	
Comments and Overall Assignment Grade:


	




