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Organization

5 points

The ideas are arranged
logically to support the
purpose. Transitions link
paragraphs. Its easy to
follow the line reasoning.
Subheadings are used
throughout the paper,
allowing the reader to move
easily through the text.
Paragraphs have solid topic
sentences.

4 points

The ideas are arranged
logically to support the
central purpose. Transitions.
usually link paragraphs. For
the most part, the reader

can follow the line of

reasoning. Subheadings are
used throughout the paper
to guide the reader without
creating undue confusion; a
few paragraphs lack strong
topic sentences.

3 points

In general, ideas are
arranged logically, but
sometimes, they fail to
make sense together. The.
reader is fairly clear about
what the writer intends.
While subheadings are
used, the content beneath
them does not follow;
many paragraphs lack
topic sentences.

2 points /5

logically organized.
Frequently, ideas fail to
make sense together. The
reader cannot identify a
line of reasoning.
‘Subheadings are not used.
There are few to no topic
sentences.




image8.tmp
Style, clarity,
spelling,
grammar,
writing
mechanics

Total

Overall Score

A Grade

90 points minimum

10 points

Can earn between 9-10
points. Writing quality in
terms of grammar,
punctuation, usage,
structure, spacing, etc. as
well as reader engagement
s excellent.

B Grade

80 points minimum

8 points

7 points

‘grammar, punctuation,
usage, structure, spacing,
etc. as well as reader

‘engagement is adequate.

C Grade

70 points minimum

grammar, punctuation,
usage, structure, spacing,
etc. as well as reader
engagement is below
average.

D Grade

36 points minimum

6 points. /10

Can earn between 0-6
points. Many errors that
disrupt flow an
understanding of the
document.

/90
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Rubric Name: Capstone Project Part 2 Issue Analysis Rubric

Criteria

Responsiveness
to Task

Adherence to
APA 6th ed.

style

Exceptional

5 points.

Follows instructions and
demonstrates superior
understanding of the
assignment.

5 points.

No APA style errors.

Good

4 points

Follows instructions.

4 points

No more than three APA
style errors.

Fair / Adequate

3 points

Follows some but not all
instructions.

3 points

Between 4-6 APA style
errors.

Limited

2 points /5

Can earn between 0-2
points. Gestures toward
instructions but
demonstrates little
comprehension or
competency or disregards
instructions.

2 points /5

Can earn between 0-2
points. More than six APA
style errors.
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Analys
or Symptom

: Issue

Analysis: How
Issue Developed

10 points

Can earn between 9-10
points. The issue is
determined and described
fully as either an issue or
symptom, and the
description demonstrates a
profound understanding
with no gaps.

10 points

Can earn between 9-10
points. The method in
which the issue developed
s described completely,
demonstrating a profound
understanding with no
gaps.

8 points

The issue is determined and
described as either an issue
or symptom, and the
description demonstrates
critical thinking aspects
about the issue or symptom.

8 points

The method in which the
issue developed is
described, demonstrating an
understanding with few
gaps.

7 points

The determination of issue
or symptom is either not
fully completed or only
partially described or only

demonstrates some critical

7 points

The method in which the
issue developed is
described but contains
gaps or does not
demonstrate a complete
understanding.

6 points

Can earn between 0-6
points. The determination
of issue or symptom is nor
made or is not described
well and/or demonstrates
no critical th

6 points

Can earn between 0-6
points. The method in
which the issue developed
is described, but contains
errors or major gaps or
demonstrates alack of
understanding about the
issue. Or, the method in
‘which the issue developed
is not described at all

/10

/10
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the Issue
Sustains itself

10 points

Can earn between 9-10
points. How the issue
sustains itself is described
completely, demonstrating
a profound understanding
with no gaps.

8 points

How the issue sustains itself
is described, demonstrating
an understanding with few
gaps.

7 points

How the issue sustains
itself is described but
contains gaps or does not
demonstrate a complete
understanding.

6 points. /10

Can earn between 0-6
points. How the issue
sustains itself is described,
but contains errors

or major gaps or
demonstrates a lack of
understanding about the
history. Or, how the issue
sustains itself is not
described at all.
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How the Issue
Relates to Public
Safety Core
Concepts

Analysis
Completed in
Light of a Single
Organization

Can earn between 9-10
points. How the issue
relates to public safety core
concepts is described
completely, demonstrating
a profound understanding
with no gaps.

5 points

Entire analysis completed
using only a single
organization to fully and
completely analyze the
issue, with no gaps.

8 points

How the issue relates to
public safety core concepts
is described, demonstrating
an understanding with few

gaps.

4 points

Most of the anal
competed using only a
single organization to fully
and completely analyze the
issue, with few gaps.

7 points

How the issue relates to
public safety core
concepts s described but
contains gaps or does not
demonstrate a complete
understanding.

3 points

The analysis attempts to
be completed using only a
gle organization, but
does not succeed or
contains gaps.

6 points. /10

Can earn between 0-6
points. How the issue
relates to public safety
core concepts is described,
but contains errors

or major gaps o
demonstrates a lack of
understanding about the
history. Or, how the issue
relates to public safety
core concepts is not
described at all.

2 points /5

Can earn between 0-2
points. There is no attempt
to use only a single
organization to complete
the analysis of the issue.
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Evidence

Sources

5 points

Accurate evidence directly
and persuasively supports
the argument. Sources are
assessed for bias and
placed in larger context. A
broad spectrum of
appropriate sources is used.

5 points

Sources are academic and
well selected, representing
breadth and depth. Every
point and statement of fact
has appropriate attribution.

Every fact, points, summary,
paraphrase and quotation
derived from the sources

4 points

Accurate evidence supports
the argument. There is some
assessment of source bias
‘and/or the source is placed
in larger context.
Appropriate sources are
used.

4 points

Sources are academic and
adequate and most facts,
points, summaries,
paraphrases and all
quotations are cited and
reliable.

3 points

Contains relevant
evidence, but lacks
breadth, context or
persuasive focus. Provides

‘minimal support for
positions.

3 points

Generally reliable sources,
however peer review may
be absent. All quotations
are cited along with some
facts, points, summaries,
and paraphrases. More
citations are generally
necessary throughout the
paper.

2 points /5

Can earn between 0-2
points. Lacks relevant
evidence, reveals
incomplete knowledge and
contains inaccuracies. Or,
lack support completely.

2 points /5

Can earn between 0-2
points. Sources are mostly
media and/or websites.
Sources are absent or
irrelevant or not clearly
related. Citations are
missing throughout.
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Analysis and
Argument

10 points

Can earn between 9-10
points. Contains an
interesting central point,
clearly asserted in the
thesis, that is amply
developed and pervasively
supported with appropriate
reasoning and support. The
analysis presented
demonstrates superior
reasoning and critical
thinking in developing the
argument.

8 points

Formally adequate
argument is presented, with
supporting analysis and
evidence. Critical thinking is
present in developing the
argument.

7 points

Formally adequate
argument is presented, but
contains too much
summary or assertion, or
too lttle supporting
analysis or evidence is
present to be fully
persuasive.

6 points. /10

Can ear between 0-6
points. Lacks argument or
is mostly summary or
assertion. This is an essay
with little or no supporting
analysis or evidence. Lacks
a clear point and coherent
reasoning.




