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Grading Rubric:  Essays 1-2

	
	Context (Cxt)
	Citations (Cit)
	Connection (Cnn)
	Clarity & Organization (CO)

	5 
	Writer provides an articulate and vivid overall description of the context, and the rich details provided are judiciously selected so as to make the best possible connections to the research.  
	Descriptions of research studies are clear and concise, while still demonstrating understanding.  Citation format is correct.  Explanations of concepts outlined in research studies and/or texts make clear that the writer not only understands each of the ideas, but also the subtle differences among them.  
	Connections between context and citations are clear, detailed, and demonstrate understanding.  Additionally, the writer goes beyond merely applying the research to the context and actually critically engages with the research to discuss its effectiveness for explaining the context phenomena.  
	The paper is error free, having been carefully edited to correct any such problems.  The organization strategy is well chosen, such that the paper leads the reader through warranted claims that build on one another to a final conclusion.

	4 
	Writer provides sufficient details for the reader to understand the phenomenon and activities involved, but not so much that they overwhelm the paper. Tone is appropriate.
	The paper makes in-depth use of the research, providing not only claims with page numbers and text(s), but also summaries and explanations (including quotes or paraphrasing) of the particular studies cited, making it obvious that the writer clearly understands them.  Citation format is correct.
	Writer provides clear explanations for connections between research concepts or study findings in the text(s) and examples from the context. Connections are all correct, and they are on the level of details and specific examples, not just generalities.  
	The paper is mostly error free.  The organization is clear and proceeds in a logical fashion, moving from one point to the next.  

	3 
	Context overview and details are presented.  Not all details may be relevant to the research-based argument and seem like lost loose ends. 
	The paper describes specific concepts and/or research studies from the text(s) as evidence. Quotes or summaries may be included but without depth. Sources are cited appropriately in the body of the paper.
	The writer attempts to make connections between context examples and research concepts, but they seem interchangeable or vague without sufficient explanations.  Some connections may be stronger and better explained than others.
 
	The basic argument and meaning is clear (although there may still be some surface errors).  There is an organization strategy present, but it seems arbitrary without a sense of purpose (e.g., “another theory was,” “another thing the baby did was…”).  



	2  
	Writer describes context only in broad generalities without details; or descriptions are written like personal journal entries rather than analytic prose.
	Text references are not included, and only very general claims or terms or vague mentions of concepts from class or readings are included. If more specific references are provided, they are rare.
	The paper is disjointed, such that there are many discussions of research with no context corollary and vice versa. Or, the writer has misunderstood concepts such that connections are actually wrong (e.g., an example for ‘fluent retrieval’ seems more appropriate for ‘chunking’).  
	Many errors are present that could be addressed by the use of spell/grammar check.  Meaning is occasionally impaired by grammar problems or convoluted sentences that don’t seem to go anywhere.  The overall argument and organization is not clear.  

	1 
	Minimal context description is present, giving very little to build on for the rest of the paper. 
	Text references are missing or are so minimal  (“the book says…”) as to be not useful. 
	No explicit connections are made between citations and context, leaving it up to the reader to figure out. 
	On a basic sentence level, the paper is fraught with so many language and grammar problems as to be nearly incomprehensible.  The organization strategy is not evident or non-existent.  
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