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Grading Rubric for Foundations of Inquiry

	Organization, Cohesion & Clarity

	25-22
	Excellent –Very Good
	Has fully anticipated reader needs; ideas are sequenced with clear transitions; each paragraph has clear purpose/focus; fluid writing; a pleasure to read

	21-18
	Good --Adequate
	Has anticipated most reader needs in organizing and presenting ideas; main ideas stand out, but sequencing of ideas sometimes choppy or disconnected; reader may have difficulty following flow of ideas at times; occasional lapses in meaning

	17-11
	Fair -- Poor
	Has anticipated few reader needs in organizing and presenting information; ideas frequently confused and/or disconnected; reader frequently has difficulty “getting the point” of message as communicated; ideas lack sufficient specificity to make point clear

	10-5
	Needs lots of work
	Shows little awareness of reader needs; logical organization absent; lack of transitions; vague or ambiguous

	Depth, Elaboration & Development

	25-22
	Excellent –Very Good
	Takes the topic seriously by demonstrating careful & enthusiastic consideration of perspectives; distinguishes subtle differences among perspectives; says something right that would not be obvious to the casual observer

	21-18
	Good --Adequate
	Competent, purposeful consideration of perspectives with sufficient support and detail to fully expand the idea

	17-11
	Fair -- Poor
	Agrees quickly with one perspective and never reflects on possible drawbacks to this perspective, lacking in self-reflection

	10-5
	Needs lots of work
	Insufficient development of any perspective; minimal support for ideas; grazes the surface

	Argument Strength & Logical Consistency

	35-31
	Excellent –Very Good
	Offers a strong argument that does not contradict itself; plausible basic premises and no obvious loopholes; addresses potential reasonable objections; states value and descriptive assumptions

	30-26
	Good --Adequate
	Competent argument that may contain a small problem (e.g., contradiction or descriptive assumption that does not affect overall value of argument); may attempt to deal with potential objections but do so poorly (e.g., chooses an objection that is clearly a strawman)

	25-21
	Fair -- Poor
	Offers an argument that is one-sided or destroys itself by claiming “every opinion is legitimate”; contains contradictions that impair the argument

	20-16
	Needs lots of work
	Lack of argument; states a conclusion without supporting premises; conclusion so broad that reader asks, “so what?”

	Grammar, punctuation, spelling, proper citation of sources

	15-13
	Excellent –Very Good
	Sophisticated language choices (vocabulary, sentence structures); few or no faults with respect to spelling, punctuation, capitalization; all sources are properly cited; immaculate presentation

	12-10
	Good --Adequate
	Appropriate language choices; occasional faults in spelling, punctuation, capitalization; citation of sources contains errors in form; adequate presentation

	9-7
	Fair -- Poor
	Some language choices inappropriate to topic & purpose (use of “casual speech” markers, such as “well”); simple vocabulary; frequent errors in spelling, punctuation, capitalization; citation of sources inadequate (not enough sources, insufficiently documented, or too many citations); messy presentation

	6-4
	Needs lots of work
	Language choices often inappropriate to topic & purpose; use of “casual speech” throughout; persistent errors in spelling, punctuation, capitalization; sources are not cited, or approaches plagiarism by borrowing too much language from a source (Plagiarism is sufficient to minimally require a re-write before a grade can be assigned, but may result in a grade of “F”.)

	TOTAL
	
	Comments:




*Inspired by 

1)  Grading rubric in Composición:  proceso y síntesis.  Boston:  McGraw-Hill 

      College, 1999, and 

2) “Comment sheet for essays that present arguments” by Kenton Machina, ms.,    

      developed from the Washington State grading rubric.

