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Unacceptable

0 (0%)

Student did not
completely answer most
questions or gave answers
that were irrelevant to
questions.

0 (0%)

Student did not
demonstrate
understanding of article,
or seems to have not read
article.

Beginning

1.56 (6.25%)

Student made little
attempt to completely
answer most questions, or
answers were about 25%
complete and/or relevant.

1.56 (6.25%)

Student demonstrates
minimal understanding of
article, or has
misinterpreted the
majority of the article’s
points.

Competent

3.13 (12.5%)

Student attempted to
answer all questions but
did not give complete or
relevant answers to many
questions, or answers,
were about 50% complete
and/or relevant.

3.13 (12.5%)

Student demonstrates
basic understanding of
article, but understanding
is generally in the form of
simply repeating authors'
points.

Skilled

4.69 (18.75%)

Student tried to
completely answer all
questions, but some
answers were slightly
incomplete or irrelevant,
or answers were about
75% complete and/or
relevant.

4.69 (18.75%)

Student demonstrates
adequate understanding
of article and is able to
synthesize information.

Exemplary

6.25 (25%)

Student completely
answered all questions
and answers were clearly
relevant to questions
asked.

6.25 (25%)

Student demonstrates
deep understanding of
article, synthesizes
information, and can
contextualize and analyze
theory.
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0 (0%)

Student did not
demonstrate
understanding of article,
or seems to have not read
article.

0 (0%)

Awkward phrasing,
unskillful or inappropriate
voice/tone, and
unsophisticated and/or
imprecise vocabulary
hinder understanding.
Document is unreadable.

0 (0%)

Numerous errors in
grammar, usage, spelling
and punctuation seriously
impede meaning and
make document
unreadable. Necessary
documentation is missing.

1.56 (6.25%)

Student demonstrates
minimal understanding of
article, or has
misinterpreted the
majority of the article’s
points.

1.56 (6.25%)

Awkward phrasing,
unskillful or inappropriate
voice/tone, and
unsophisticated and/or
imprecise vocabulary
distract from the paper's
ideas.

1.56 (6.25%)

Several errors in
grammar, usage, spelling,
and punctuation distract
the reader and impede
meaning. AND/OR
Problems with needed
documentation exist.

3.13 (12.5%)

Student demonstrates
basic understanding of
article, but understanding
is generally in the form of
simply repeating authors'
points.

3.13 (12.5%)

Phrasing is generally
effective; voice/tone and
vocabulary are generally
suitable for the paper's
ideas and only
occasionally work against
its ideas.

3.13 (12.5%)

Errors in grammar usage,
spelling, and punctuation
are noticeable, but do not
seriously impede the
reader. AND/OR Some
errors in documentation
of sources.

4.69 (18.75%)

Student demonstrates
adequate understanding
of article and is able to
synthesize information.

4.69 (18.75%)

Clear phrasing,
appropriate management
of voice and tone, and
vocabulary enhance the
paper's ideas.

4.69 (18.75%)

There are occasional
errors in grammar, usage,
spelling, and punctuation
that do not impede the
reader. AND/OR
Documentation of sources
is usually correct.

6.25 (25%)

Student demonstrates
deep understanding of
article, synthesizes
information, and can
contextualize and analyze
theory.

6.25 (25%)

skillful phrasing, adept
management of voice and
tone, and apt word choice
create an inviting paper.

6.25 (25%)

There are very few or no
mechanical errors in the
paper. Documentation of
sources is correct.




